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niall which they left writter in the hearts of many thouſand 
Chriſtians, it muſt needs cauſe atthe leaſt an inquirie , what 
the reaſon ſhould be , that ſuch famous men of God, could 
never like well of our opp courſes in England, norever 
be favoured of them. The caſc is plaine toall : and the cauie 
is asevident to thoſe thathaue eyes to ſee: bur no where more 
arant then in the perſon of M.Baines,and the place where 
hee, and others like him were madefignes of this antipathie. 
Cambridge is or ſhould be, as ancyeto all our land : fo that 
thealterations that fall out there cannot bur bee felt of all 
s. Teis the place of lighr;the ſpirituall oppreſsions which 
| np corners are covered with-darkenefle ( as all the works 
of darkneſſe would be) when paſt all ſhame they come to con» 
front the Sunne ir (elfe, how can they then be hidden ? 
When M.Pcrkins had there for many yeares held forth a 
burning and ning Boke/ the {parkes whereof did flic abroad 
into all corners of the land, and after he had ſeryed his time 
was taken'up into heaven , there was none found ſo meet for 
tO receive, asit were, the torch out of His hand, and ſucceed 
him in-that great office of bearing it before ſuch a people, as 
this M. Baines, upon whom alſo the fpiritof that Elias, was 
by experience found to be doubled, In this ation he fo de- 
meaned himſclfe for ſome years, thar impietic onely had cauſc 
ro ine : for all that favoured the wayes of God, rejoy- 
ced and gloried in him and his Miniſterie ,: as a ſpirituall crea- 
ſure. But at length the howre of darknefle came from Lam- 
berth, when Arch. Bancroft ſent M.Harſenet co vifite, as they 
Ak) ws Bac ror be A— common 
thoſe that ar? nov friends hg | Sings. For 
in that circuit there were a multitude of unable and 
ally ſcandalous Miniſters, yer none were found wor. 
thy of cenſure, bur onely M. Baynes, of whom the world was 
notworthy, and one other Preacher like unto him. Now it is 
hard to ſay; whether the Mencing of bim was more odjovus ; 
orthe manner of ir ſhameleſfſc.. mult be a Sermon (yet 
know) at ſuch vifications, for fathion ſake, the Viſ- 
ocr himſclle can ſeldome find leaſure to make ir, panes 
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The Preface. 
therefore opened to M. Baynes by the Yilſiters , that he 
might cither beinſnared in his words,if he did notapply him- 
ſelfe ro their humours, or elſe grace their ungracious cours | 
ſes,if he did. But it did not ſucceed handſomely either way : ' 
For he delivered wholeſome doarine appertaining to the 
preſent audience,in ſuch waric manner,that noſpecious occa« 
 fion could beraken thereby of queſtioning his libertic. Yet 
fairely or fouly the miſchicyous intention muſt nor faile. 
M. Baines oy heat his weake body by ſtraining to ſpeake 
unto a great audience, retired himſelte preſently upon his 
comming down from the Pulpit to provide for his health , 
which otherwiſe would have bene indangered. They in the 
meane time going on with their bnſinefle, as they are wont in 
the maſterly forme of a muſter, called for M. Barnes among 
the reſt, and upon hisnor anſwering, though he was notcited 
thicher as toa Court, bur onely imtreated to preach,as hee 
did, yet for not appearing,he was immediately ſilenced. Af- 
rerward in deed, the Chancellour being informed of that 
roſſe nullitie, which was in that ſentence, urged him abour 
fabſcription and conformitiez and fo to make fure worke, 
filenced him over againe : In which bufincefle he was ſo con» 
ſcious unto himſelfe of unreaſonable and ridiculous dealing, 
that when M. Baynes ſtanding to receive the ſentence of a 
corrupt man , did lift up his heart and eyes unto God with a 
heavenly ſmiling countenance, as he uſed, he interpreted that 
geſture to be askorning of his authoritie. This being done, 
M. Baines was perſwaded by his friends to try the Arch- 
biſhops courtefie, unto whom,when he preſented himfelfe, 
at the very firftſalutation;the gravitic and ſevcritic of B.Ban- 
croft led him ſharply to rebuke the good mi for a little black- 
worke, which was the edges of bis cuffes, asking him 
how he durſt come before him with fuch cuffs, telling him ve- 
ry biihoplike, that it were a good turne to lay him by the 
hceles for ſo doing. After this he would have no more to doe 
with ſuch abſurd unreaſonable men : bur preached ſomerime 
where he might have libertic, as his weakeneſſe of bodie 
would ſuffer; and ſpent the reſt of his time in reading, medi- 
tating, praying and wricing, ſaving Gatuponoocabon hecho 
A 3 inſtru 
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inftru& or comfort thoſe which came to him. in private, 
wherein he bad a heavenly gitr. He was indeed all his lifc af- 
ter, befide the weakenefſeof his bodie prefſed with want,not 
having (as he often complainedro bis friends ) aplace to r: it 
his bead in: which me thought was an upbraiding of the 
age and place where he lived with baſe regardleſſnefic of pic- 
and learnjng : yet he never ſo much as conſulted with hica- 
ſelfe of denying bis finceritie by plealingthe Biſhops,of whom 
and their courlcs he was wont to ſay, They ae « generation of 
the carth,cartbly , and ſavour not the Waies of God, Which ſaying 
of his , they, and ſome Doaprs of Cambridge have fince 
made good, in that they could not indure, that the place from 
whence they thruſt him, ſhould be ſupplyed by other honeſt 
men, though they were conformable, but with abſolute au- 
thoritie at length forbad it, alledging that Puritanes were 
made by that leQure::. whereas the truth is, that one leRure 
hath done more: good to the Church of God in England , 
, then all the doQors of Cambridge : though 1 doe notdeny, 
but ſome of them have wrought a good worke. 
By this one inſtance ( of which kind I would there were 
not a hundred in our 1 * ebong.s cafily appeare to the un- 
 derſtanding Reader, that is as much agreement betwixt 
our Biſhops in their managing of Religion except ſome two 
or three, which went our of theirelements, when they vente- 
redon thoſe places ) and thoſe powerfull Preachers who haue 
bene the chicfe meanes of revealing Gods arme upto ſalvati- 
on, 8 there is betwixt the light which commeth down from 
heaven,and that thick miſt which ariſeth from the loweſt pit. 
But we need not ſerke: for demonſtrations of the ſpirit 
which worketh in our Hierarchie from this tion, look 
burat the fruirs of it,where it hath all of conſent, as 
in Cathedral! Biſhops and Arch- 
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then in all the Biſhops families that are now in England ? 

Was there ever any of them that could endure ſuch a Pariſh 

as Lambeth is, if they had ſuch power of reforming irtas the 
Archbiſhops haue ? 

To returne therfore unto our Authour : whilſt he lived a 
private life , being thus ſtrucken with the Biſhops Planet, he 
had time to apply his able wit and judgement unto the dil- 
cuſsing of many queſtions, which if che Prelates had not for- 
ced ſuch leaſure upon him, ic may be he would haue paſſed 
by with others. And among the reſt, by Gods providence 
hee vvas direQed to theſe Eccleſiaſticall Controverſies which 
concerne our Dioceſan ſtate in England : wherein, as in alk 
other queſtions which he dealt ia, he hath ſhewed ſuch dil. 
tin& and peatcing underſtanding, together with evidencrof 
truth; as cannor but give good ſarisfaRion to him thatin theſe 
things ſeeketh lighr, 

He might in'deed have choſen other particular corrupti- 
ons to have vvritten on , if it had bene his purpoſe cither te 
haucravghe men; vyhat rhey daily ſce and feele, or to haue 1a- 
boured aboar the bratiches, arid leave the roor untouched 2 
Burt vyas no delight utito him, fot to proue that ru no- 
mat doiibred of , asthar the cotmon'courſe and pra&iſe of 
our Prelates their courts, their urging of ſubſcriptions, with 
humane ſuperſtitious ceremonies, are preſumptuous infolen« 

' cies againſt God and his Church : or prepoſterouſly to be- 
gitine ar the end of the ſtreame for to cleanſe the yvater. He 
choſe rather toſearch the foantaine of all that foulneſſe yyher- 
vvith our Churches are ſoiled : vvhich he judged to be found 
in the conſtitutions here in this Treatiſe examined. And if 
theſe fevy queſtions be vvell confidered, it vvill a 0rmb; thata 
multitude of pernicious abuſes doe depend on thoſe ' 
ons ed þ- Yeme hes bars form One Fr wrmaaje yr! abuſe 
in our tall op on is inthe diſpoſing of p. 
Pal of Miniſters over Congrepations : ir is =77 

ly ing of Benefices or Livings, inancarthy phraſe 
vehich fech of the baſe corruption compre jew 

£&d. For Congregations ought not to be beſtoryed on wm 
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The Preface. 
niſtcrs, but Miniſters on Congregations: the benefit or bene- 
fice of the miniſter, is not ſo much to be regarded, as of the 
Congregation : Ir is the calling and charge which every Mi- 
nilter thouid looke at, not his living and benefice. Now theſc 
Benefices arc beſtowed ordinarily by the Patron (whether Po- 
piſh, prophane, or religious, all is one ) and the Biſhop, with- 
out any regard of the peoples call or conſent : ſo as no law- 
full mariageis made; no ſcryanr placed : againſt all Scripture, 
Councels and ancient examples. Whereby it commeth ord1- 
narily to palle, that Lawyers muſt determine of Minilters cal- 
lings, after long ſuits and great charges; as if Congregati- 
ons and Farmes were held by one title and right. And ſome- 
time it is found that the Miniſter is a continuall plague unto 
his people, living in contention, ſpight and las with them, 
as many law-ſuits doe too too plainely witneſſe. What is the 
reaſon ? Becauſe Pariſhes are elteemed as no Churches, that 
ever were ordeined by Chriſt, or recived any power and pri- 
viledges from him, butas mans creatures ,-and by man to 
be ordered as it pleaſeth him, Another praiſe of like nature 
with the former,is that the Miniſter being called roone Con- 
run pecommerh a Pluraliſt by taking another, or more 
ings, in ſpight of that Congregation,to which hee was firſt 
and is ſtill perſonally tied. And after all this he may be a non- 
reſident, abiding or preaching at none of his many livings. 
Nay he may chop and change, ſcll and buy like a marchant, 
ſo he doe it cloſely; which is ſuch an abomination, as Rome 
and Trent condemaneth, and hell ic ſclfe will ſcarſe defend. 
What is the ground ? Becauſe ( forſooth.) Chriſt hath not 
appointed Pariſhes, their officers, and offices , and therfore 


no man is bound further in this kinde, then mens Lawes, c&- 


nons, cuſtomes, and injunQions doe preſcribe unto them. 
For a grave DoRor of Cambridge anſwered one that queſtio- 
ned him for his groſſe non-reſidencie, wx. that Pariſhes were 


divided by a Pope: infiquatingas it ſeemeth that he accoun- 


ted it a paint of Poperie , forto tie Miniſters unto their par- 
ticular charges, 


A third groſle corruption is, that the officers in Congrega- 


tions, Miniſters, Church-wardens, &c, are made PR_y 
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phe Biſhops,Chancellours, Archdeacons, &e. being, as it were, 
their promotors, informers, and executioners, in all mattcrs - 
of juriſdiction and government, for to bring in money into 
cheir purſes ; for performance allo of which ſervice to them, 
the Church-wardens upon every occalion areenforced io take 
ſuch corporall oathes as nor one of them doth ever keep. 
What other ground of this, be(iJe the fore-mentioned, that 
particularCongregations are no {piriruall incorporations,and 
4 muſt have no officers for government within them- 
elves ? 

Now all theſe confuſions with many others of the ſame 
kind: , how thcy are condemned in the very foundation of 
chem, M. Baines heere ſheweth in the firſt queſtion, by main- 
caining the divine conſtitution cf a particular Church, in one 
Congregation. In which queſtion lc maintaineth againſt his 
adverſaries a courſe not unlike to that w hich Armachanus , in 
the dates of King Edward the third , contended for againſt 
the b:gg ing Friers in his booke called The Defence of (urates: 
For when thoſe Friers incroached upon the priviledge s of Pa- 
rochiall Miniſters , he withſtood them upon theſe grounds : 
Eccleſia Parochialis juxta verba e WM ofis Dent. 12. efÞ lotus elefFus 4 
Deo, in quo debemus accipere tuntta que previpit Dommus ex S.cra- 
mentis. Parochus eft ordinarius Parochiani : eft perſona a Deo pre- 
cepta,vel mandato Der ad illud mimiterium explendum elefta: Which 
if they be granted , our adverſaries caulc may goca begging 
' with the fore ſaid Friers, 

Another ſort of corruptions there are, which though they 
depend upon the ſame ground with the former, yet imm: di- 
atcly flow out of the Hierarchie. What is more difſonant from 
the revealed will of Chriſt in the Goſpell, even alſo from the 
ſate of the Primitive Church,then that the Church and King- 
dome of Chriſt (hould be managed as the Kingdomes cf the 
world;by a Lordly authoricie, with 2xternall pompe, commian- 
ding power, contentious courts of judgement , furniſhed 
with chancellours, officials, commidaries,advocates,preRors, 
paritors, and ſuch like humane deviſes? Yetall this doth ne, 
ceſſarily follow upon the admitting of ſuch B.ſhops as © ,1rs 
are in England ; who not wy are Lords over the qc 

but 
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but doe profeſſc ſo much in the higheſt degree, when they tell 
ws plainely, that their Lawes or Canons doe binde mens con- 
ſciences. For herein wee are Ike ro the people of Iſrael, 
who would not have God for their immediate King, but 
would have ſuch Kings as other Nations: Even fo the Vapiſts, 
and we after them, refuſe ro have Chriſt an immediate Kin 
in the immediate government of the Church; but muſt have 
Lordly Rulers with ſtate in Ecclcfiaſticall affaires, ſuch as the 
world hath in civill. 
Woaat a miſcrable pickle are the moſt of our Miniſters in, 

when they are urged to gircan account of their calling ? To 


a Papiſt in deed they can give a ſhifting anſyver, that they have 


ordination from Bilhops , which Biſhops were ordained by 
other Biſhops,and they,or their ordeyncrs by Popiſh Biſhops: 
this in part may ſtop the mouth of a Papiſt : bur let a Protee 
ſtant which donbteth of theſe matters move the queſtion : 
and what then will they (ay 2 If they flic to popiſh Biſhops, as 
they are popiſh, then let them goe no longer masked under 
the name of Proteſtants. If they alledge ſucceſſion by them 
from the Apoſiles, then (to ſay nothing of the appropriating 
of this ſucceſsion unto the Popes chaire, in whoſe name, and 
by vvhoſe authority our Engliſh Biſhops did all things in 
times paſt ) then I ſay they muſt take a great time for the ſa- 
tiſfying of a poore man concerning this queſtion, and for the 
juſtifying of their ſtation. For until] that out of good records 
they can ſhew a perpetuall ſucceſsion from the Apoſtles unto 
their Dioceſan which ordained them,and unrill they can make 
the poore man which doubteth, perceiue the truth and cer- 
taintic of thoſe records ( which I wiſle they will doe at lea- 
ſure) they can never make that ſucceſsion appeare. If they 
flie to the Kings authoritie, the King himſelfe will forſake 
them, and denie that hee taketh upon him ro make or call 
Miniſters, If ro the preſent Biſhops and Arch-biſhops, alas 
they are as farre toſecke as themſclues ,- and much further, 
The proper caule of all this miſery 1s the lifting up of a lord- 
ly Prelacie, upon the ruines of the Churches liberties. 

How intollcrablea bondage is it, thar a Miniſter being cal- 
led toa charge , may not preach to his people except he harh 
a li- 
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a licence from the BihSp or Arch-biſhop : Cannot receiue 
the belt of his Congregation to communion if he be cenſu- 
red in the ſpirituall Courts, though it be but for not paying 
of (ixe pence which they required of him in any name, be the 
man otherwiſe: never ſo innocent : nor keep one from the 
communian, that is not preſented in thoſe Courts, or be- 
ing preſented is for money abſolved , though he be never fo 
{candalons : and muſt often times ( if he-will hold his place ) 
againſt his conſcience put back thoſe from communion with 
Chriſt, whom Chriſt doth call unto it ( as good Chriſtians if 
they will not kneele) and receive thoſe that Chriſt putteth 
backe, at the command of a mortall man. 

Waat a burthen are poore Miniſters preiled with, in that 
many hundreds of them depend upon one Bitſhop and his 
Otticers : they muſt hurrie up to the ſpiritual! Court upon 
every occaſion , there to ſtand with cap in hand, not onely b2- 
fore a Biſhop, bur before his Chancellour, to be railed on ma- 
ny times at his pleaſure : to be cenſured, ſuſpended,deprived, 
for nor obſerving ſome of thoſe Canons, which were of pur. 
poſe framed for (ſnares, when far more ancient and honeſt ca- 
nons are every day broken by theſe Iudges themſelues for Ju- 
cre ſake, as in the making of Veopian Miniſters, who haue no 
people to miniſter unto; 1n their holding of commendams, 
in their taking of money, even to extortion , for orders and 
inſticutions : in their {ymonie, as well by giving as by taking: 
and in all their idle, covetous, and ambitious pomp? ? For 
all cheſe and ſuch like abuſes, we are beholding to the Lordli- 
neſſe of our Hierarchie : whic' in the root of it, is heere 
overthrowen by M. Bayne in the concluſions of the ſecond 
and third Queſtion. About which he hath the very ſame con- 
troverlic , that Marſilius Patavinus in part underrooke Jong 
ſince,about the time of Edward the ſecond, againſt the Pope. 
For he in his booke called Defenſy pacis , layeth the ſame 
grounds that here are maintained.Some of his words, though 
they be large, I will here ſet down for the Readers informa- 
tion. 

Poteſtas clrvium ſive ſolvendi & ligandi , eft eſſentials &- inſ*p4- 


rabilu Prezbyters inquanturm Prezbyter eft. In hac authornate, © piſ- 
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C0915 4 ſacerdote non differt, teſte Hicronywmo , imo Verius a Apoſte i, 
Cuns etiam oft aperta ſeutentia. Inquit enion Hieronymus ſuper Mat. 


- 16. Habent quidem eandem juduciariam poteſt etems als Apoitols, ba= 


bet omnes Eccleſia tn Presbyteris & Epiſcopis: preponens im hoc Preſ- 
byteros, qnomiam aut horitas hes debetur Presbytero , in quantum Preſs 
ves , primo, + ſecundum quod ipſum. Het nomwna Presbyter + E- 
piſcopus in primitiva Eceleſia ſuerunt ſynomina, quam a atverſis 
proprietatibus erdem impoſita fuerine, Prezbyter ab etate nomen 1mpoſs- 
tur elt, quaſi ſenior : Epiſcopus vero a dignitate , cen exra ſuper alzos, 

uaſy ſupermtendent, Many things ate there diſcourſed to the 

ame purpoſe,di&.2.c.15. It were too long to recite all. Yet 
one thing is worthy to be obſerved how he interpreteth a 
phraſe of Terome ſo much aliedged, and built upon by the 
Patrones of our Hierarchie, Ierome? fayrh ad Evagr. that a 
Biſhop doth nothing, excepting ordina'ion , which a Presby- 
ter may not doe. Of this tettimonie D. Downam avoucheth, 
that nothing can be more pregnant then it, to prove that Bi- 
ſhops were ſuperiour to Presbyters in power of ordination, 
Bur heare what this ancient Writer ſaith , Ordinatio non ſignifi 
Cat ibi poteſtatem conferends, cen collationem ſacrorum ordinum : ſed 
oeconomicem poteſtatem regulandi vel dirigends Eccleſie ritus , atqus 
perſonas, quantum «ad exercitium divins cultus in templo ; unde ab an- 
riquis legumlatoribus vocentur Occonomi reverendi. 

It would be overlong to declare all the uſe which may bee 
made of this Treatiſe, which being ir ſelfe ſo ſhort, forbiddeth 
prolixitic in the Pretace. If the Authour had lived to haue ac- 
compliſhed his purpoſe in perfeRing of this worke, he would 
(it may bc) have added ſuch conſiderations as theſe : or at 
leaſt he would have left all ſo cleare, that any attentive Reader 
might caſily have concluded them from his premiſles. Fog 

upply of that defeR, theſe praQticall obſervations are 

noted : which with the diſpute it ſelfe , ] leaye 
to be pondered by the conſcio- 
nable Reader. 


The 
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THE-FERSST 


QVESTION Is. 


WHETHER CHRIST DID INSTEL 


TVTE OR THE APOSTLES 
frame any Dioceſan forme of Churches , 
or Pariſhionall only. 


OR andpanen e's 96" Queſtion, we will firſt ſet down the 
Arguments which affirme it. Secondly, thoſe which deny. 
Thirdly, lay down ſome reſponſiue concluſions, and aniwer 
the objeions made againſt rhat part we take to be the 


truth. 
Thoſe who affirme the frame of Dioceſan Churches, vouch 


their Arguments: partly from ok ge : partly from preſidents, 


ar inſtances ſacred and Eccleſiaſticall. Finally, from the congrui- 
tic it hath with reaſon, that ſo they ſhould be contiuued. 

The firſt obje&ion is taken from comparing thoſe two Scrip= 
tures. Titus 1.5. AQ. 14-23. Ordapne Elders Citic by Citie. They or- 
dained Elders Church by Church. Hence it is thus argued. They 
who ordained that a Citie, with the Suburbs and region abour ir, 
ſhould make bur one Church , they ordeined a Dioceſan Church. 
Burt the Apoſtles, who uſe theſe phraſes as xquipollent , To ordaine 
Preſbyters m every Civie, and to ordaine them in every Church , appoin. 
red, that a Citie, with the ſuburbes and region about it , ſhould 
make but one Church. Ergo, the Apoſtles conſtituted a Dioce- 
ſan Church. 

The reaſon of the propoſition 1s, becauſe Chriſtians converted 
ina Citic, with the ſu a Boged and COuntrics about it, could 
not be ſo few,as to make but a Pariſhionall Church. The Aſſump- 
tion is cleere, for theſe phraſes are uſed, as ad equate, and being fo 
uſcd, needs it muſt be that the Apoſtles framed Ciics,, ſubburbs, 


and regions into one Church. 
B 3 2 They 


—_ 
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2 They argue from examples:Sacred and Eccleſiafticall. Sacred» 
arc taken out of the old and new Teſtament, Ecclefſtaſticall, from 
the Primitiue times, and from Paternes in our owne times: yea, 
euen from ſuch Churches,as we hold reformed, as thoſe in Bclgia 
and Gencyva. | 

To beginne with the Church of the Iewes in the old Teſtament, 
whence they reaſon thus. That which many particular Syna- 
gognes were then(becauſethey were all but one Common. wealth, 
and had all but one protcſhon) that may many Chriſtian Chur- 
ches now be upon the like grounus: But they then,though many 
Synagogues, yet becauſe they were all but one Kingdom, and had 
all but one profeſſion, were all one nationall Church. Ergo, upon 


like grounds many Churches with us, in a Nation or Citic, may be 
one National! or Dioceſan Church. 


of Secondly , the Church of Icrufalem in the New-tcſtament is 


objeAcd. 1 That which the Apoſtles intended thould be a head 
Church to all Chriſtians in Iudca, that was a Dioceſan Church. 
But this they did by the Church of Icruſalem. Ergo: 2. That 
which was more numberſome,then could meet Pariſhionally, was 
no pariſhionall but Dioccſan Church. Bur that Church was 
ſuch. Firſt, by growing to 3000, then 5000, AR. 2.41. & 4.4. then 
to hauc millions in it, AA.21.20. Ergo, the Church of Ieruſalem 
was not a Pariſhionall, but a Dioceſan Church. 

Thirdly, the Church of Corinth is obje&ed to haue bene a Mce- 
tropolitan Church. He who writing to the Church of Corinth, 
doth write to all the Saints in Achaia with it , doth imply, that 
they were all ſubordinate to that Church. But this doth Paul, 
t. Cor.2.1. Ergo. Seconcly, He who faluteth jointly the Corin- 
thians and Achaians , and calleth the Church of Corinth by the 
name of Achaia, and names it with preheminence before the reſt 
of Achaia, doth imply that the Church of Corinth was the Mc- 
tropolitan Church to which all Achaia was ſubje&. But the Apo- 
tle doth this, 2 Cor.9.2.& 11.11.8.9.10, Ergo. 

Fourthly,that which was the mother Citie of all Macedonia,the 
Church in that Cicie muſt be, if not a Metropolitan, yet a Diocc- 
{an Church. But Philipi was ſo. Ergo. 

The ffch is trom the Churches of Aſia, which ate thus proved , 
at leaſt ro hauc bene Dioceſan. 1 Thoſe ſeven Churches which 
conteynced all otherChurches in Aſia ſtriQAly taken,whether inCitie 
or Countrey , thoſe ſeven were for their circuit, M-tropolitan,or 
Diocelan Churches. But thole ſeven did conteine all other in A- 
lla. Ergo. 2 Hewho writing to all Churches in Afia,writeth by 


name, but to thele {even ,, he doth imply, thar all the reſt were 
conteyncd in theſe. Bur Chriſt writing to the ſeven, writeth to all 


Churchcs 
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Churches in Alia, not to name that two of cheſe were Metropo. 
litan Citics,viz Philadelphia,& Pergamus,feates Dioceſan at leaſt. 
3 Hc who maketh the ſingular Church he writeth ro,to be a mu]- 
titude of Churches, not one onely ( as the bodic is not one mem- 
ber onely ) he doth make that one Church, to which he writeth 
in ſingular, to be a Dioceſan Church. Bur Chriſt in his Epipho- 
nematicall concluſon to every Church,which he had ſpoken to'in 
ſingular,doth {peak of the ſame as of a multitude.l &t him that bath 
eares, heare, what the Spuut ſuth'to the Churches. Ergo 

Thus leaving Sacred examples, we come to Ecclcſiaſticall, 

Firſt, in regard of thoſe ancient Churches, Rome, Alexandria. 
Ir 15 impoſſible they ſhoul4 be a Pariſhional] Congregation 200 

cars after Chriſt. For if tne multitude of Chriſtians 1d in Hicru- 
ſalem ſo increaſe within a little time, that they exceeded the Pro- 
proportion of one Conpregation, hew much more likely 1s it that: 
Chriſtians in Rome and Alexandria did fo increaſe in 200 years , 
that thcy could not keep in one particular Aſſembly. But the firſt 
is true. Erpo, allothe latter. Which 1s yet further confirmed by 
that which Tercullian and Cornclius tcſtifie of their times. 

To come trom theſe to our moderne reformed Churches, theſe 

roue a Dioceſan Church. That reſpe& which many congregati- 
ons diſtin may haue now aſſ-:mbled in one place , that thcy may 
have ſevered in many places. For the unitic of the place is but ex- 
trinſicke to the unitic of the congregation. But many diſtin 
congregations gathered 1n one Citie Church, may make, we ſay, 
one Church as they doe in the Netherlands. Ergo,diſtin@ congre- 
FAtions,ſevercd in diverſe places may make one Church. It many 

:hurches , which may ſubje@ themſelves to the govornment of 
one Presbyterie, may ſo make one, they may ſubje@rhemſclues 
toa Biſhop and Cathedrall Conſiſtoric,and fo make one. But the 
24 Churches of Geneba, and the territories belonging to it, doe 
ſubj2& themſclues to the government of one Preſbyteric, and fo 
make one, For ſo farrc as two mcerc in athird, they arc one in it. 
Ergo. 

The third principall Argument is from reaſon. If Citic Chur- 
ches onely, and not the Churches of Villages, and Countrie 
Townes, had Biſhops, Pre(byters, and Deacons placed 1n them), 
then were thoſe Citie Churches Dioceſan Churches. Burt Cuic 
Churchcs oncly had theſe. Ergo, Citie Churches were Dioceſan, 
diſtinguiſhed trom Pariſhionall Churches. The Aflumprtion is 
proved firſt by Scripture, Titus 1.5. Act. 14.23. Seconly, this 
15 proved by Ecclclaſticall Storie. They who arc given to labour 
the converſfon of the Regions , racher-then tend thouſ. alica! 


converted,they were not giventoa Pariſhivnall Church. But the 
Pcelbyrers 


a 
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Pceſbyters planted by the Apoſtles were ſo. Ergo. They who 
w-re {ct ina Church before Pariſhes were, could not be given to 
a Pariſhionall Church. But ſuch were the Preſbyrters of the Apo- 
ſtles inſtirution, Ergo. For it is plaine in the praftiſe of all ages, 
from the firſt diviſion, that uo Church but the mother Church 
had a Preſbyreric and a Biſhop, but Preſbyters oncly. Nay,it was 
ever by Councels condemned, and by the judgement of the anci- | 
ent forbidden , that in Townes or Villages, any bur a Preſbyter 

ſhould be planted. 3 This is alſo proved by wa » forit was no ' 
more poſſible to hauc Biſhops & Preſbyrers in everie Pariſh, then 
to hauc a Maior and Aldermen {( fuch as we haue in London } in 
every Town. 2 If everic Pariſh had a Preſbyrer, then ha4 they 
power of ordination, and furniſhing themſclues with a Miniſter , 
when now they were deſtirute. Bur they were alwaies in this caſe 
dependant on the Citic. Ergo, there was then a Dioceſan Church 
having governewent of others. Preſbyters could not ordeyne : 


ſede vacante , though they did at firſt, as in the Church of Alcxan« 


dria. Ler any ſhew for 400 yearcs a Pariſhionall Church with a 
Preſbyreric in it. 

Now we muſt muſter thoſe forces which oppoſe theſe Dioceſan 
Churches,allowing onely ſuch Churches to be inſtituted of Chriſt, 
which may meet in one Congregation ordinarily, 

The word which without ſome modification {uper-added,dorh 
ſignifie onely ſuch a company as called forth, may aſſembly Poli- 
tically , that word being alone, doth (ignifie ſuch a Church as 
may to holy purpoſes ordinarily meete in one. But the word 
Church, which Chriſt and his Apoſtles did inſtitute, is uſed indch- 
nitely, and ſiznifieth no more. Ergo. Ybilex non diſtinguit, non eft 
diſtinguendam. 2 The Scripture Hehe of the Churches in 2a 
Kingdome or Province, alwaies in the plurall number, without 
any note of difference, as equall one with the other. Ergo, it doth 
not know Provinciall, Nationall , or Dioceſan Churches. Let a 
reaſon be given,why it ſhould never ſpeak in the ſingular number, 
had they bene a ſingular Church. 

Secondly, let us come to examples : the Churches the Apoſtles 
planted were ſuch as might and did congregate. 

Firſt,that of Hieruſalem,though there were in it toward 500 Sy* 
n4gogues, yet the Chriſtian Church was but one, and ſuch as did 
congregatc into one place ordinarily aftcr the acceſle of 5000 to 
it. At.2.46.&5.12.& 6.1. & 15.25. & 21.22. & 25.22. For thcir 
ordinaric mecting, as it 15, AR. 2. 46. diy, could not be a Panege- 
ricall meeting. Againe, if they might meet Synodically , w 
might they not meete then in daily courſe ; though the aiverſall 
mceriug of a Church is not ſo ficly called Synodicall: And though 


they 
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they are ſaid tobe millions of belcevers , yet thatwas by accident 
of a circnmſtance, happily the Paſſcover. We muſt not judge the 

atneſſe of a water by that it is , when now it is «9 (w:lleth 
Eapeidens of {orne inundations. They had nor a ſched ſtare there, 
by which they did get the right of being fet members. Yea, u is 
likely,they were and continued but one congregation. For 40 yearcs 
after they were not ſo great a multitude, bur that Pulls , like ro the 
Zobar of Lor, a little Towne could recetue them. But more of this 
in the anf{wer to the objzcion. 

S2condly,fo the Church of Antiochia,was but one church. AQ.14. 
27.they arc ſaid to haue gathered the Church rogether. Ob. Thar is 
the Miniſters,or repreſentative Church. Anf.1 For Miniſters onely 
the Church is never uſcd. 2 By analogie, AQ. 1 1.Peter gave account 
before the whole Church, even the Church of the faithfull. Ergo. 
3-They made relation to that Church,which had ſent the forth with 
prayer & impoſition of hands,& thisChurch ſtood of all thoſe who 
aſſemblcd to the publicke ſervice and worſhip of God. 4. The peo- 

le of the Church of Antioch were gathered rogeth:r ro con. 
der of decrees ſent them by the Apoſtles from Hieruſalem. 


To TAibog. 

Thirdly, the church of Corinth was one congregation, which did 
for the ſcrvice of God , or exerciſe of Diſcipline meet together. 
1.Cor.5.4. 1.Cor. 24.25. ver.26. 1.Cor.11.17. vcr.23. 1 uno & 
2odem loco. That whole church which was guiltic of a {iuncr uncaſt 
forth, could not bee a Dioceſan church , neither can the word 


Eur xto Fa comming together, ever be ſhewed to fignifie any thing 


clſc, be{ides one particular Aſſcmbly. 

Fourthly, the church of Epheſus was but one flocke. Firſt, it is 
I kcly thatit was of no other forme then the other. Secondly , ir 
was but one flocx ; that-flock which Preſbyters might jointly teed, 
was but onc. They had no Dioccfan Paſtonr. If Preſbyters onely, 
then none but Pariſhionall Churches in and about Epheſus. There 
may be many flocks,but God ordained none,but ſuch as may wholy 
meete with thoſe, who haue the care of feeding and governing of 
them. Peter indeed, 1.Per. 5.2. callcth all thoſe he writeth to , one 
flocke : but that is inregard either of the myſticall cſtate of” the 
faithfull, or in reſpec of the common nature whach is iv all chur- 
ches one and the fame ; but properly, and in extcernall adunation, 
one flock is but one congregation. Thirdly, \Pariſhcs according to 
the adverſe opinton, were not then divided. Neither doth the lon 
and fruitfull ſabours of the. Apoſtles argue , that there ſhould be 
Pariſh churches in Dioceſan wile added; but a greater number of 
bſter eburchgs. But when it is ſaid that all Aſia did beare : the 
Fo C bh *  meanmyy 
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meaningis, that from hand to hand it did runne through Aſia, ſo as 
Churches were planted every where, even where Paul came not, as 
at Coloſſe. There might be many churches in Aſia, and many con- 
verted by Peter and others fruitfull labour without ſubord inati- 
on of churches. 

Examples Ecclcfiaſticall. 1 Ignatius exhorteth the church of the 
Epheſians, though numberſome, to meete together often in one 
place, Epiſt. to the Epheſians,and to the Philippians ; where the Bi- 
ſhop is,let the people be gathered to him, as where Chriſt is, there 
is the whole hoſt of heaven. He calleth his church of Antioch a 
Synagogue of God, which cannot agree to a Dioceſan church: For 
theſe were particular congregations , oppoled as to that Nationall 
church, ſo to all Provinciall and Dioceſan, Neither doth he call 
bimſclfe Biſhop of Syria, but as he was, Biſhop of the congregati- 
on in Syria, as a Miniſter ſtileth himſclfe a Miniſter of the church 
of England. | 

2 Iuſtine and Ireneus knew no kinde of church in the world 
which did not aſſemble on the Sabboth. But a Dioceſan church 
cannot. 

3 Tertullian Apol. cap. 39. doth ſhew that all churches in his 
time did meet, and did worſhip God, in which prayers, readings, 
exhortations, and all manner of cenſures were performed, Hee 
Toon no churches which had not power of cenſures within theme 

clues. 

4 Churches are ſaid at firſt to haue been Pariſhes,& Pariſhes with 
incitics, in Euſeb.lib. 3.44. lib.4. cap.21. lib.z. c. 6,1. 4. c. 25. and 
S. Iohn 1.3.c.23. faith to the Biſhop, redde Jubenem quem tibi ego,&* 
Chriſtus teſte Eccleſia tua tradidimus. That church in whoſe pre+ 
ſcace Iohn might commit his depofitum , or truſt, was but one con- 
ation, lib.4.c.11. Hyginus and Pius are ſaid tro haue underta« 
n the Miniſteric of the church of Rome: which church was ſuch 
therefore, as they might miniſter unto. 1.9.7 Dioniſius Alex, wri- 
teth to Xiſt«s, and the church which he governed. A Dioceſan 
church cannot receiue letters. Before Inlian and Demetrius his time, 
there is no mention of churches in a Biſhops pariſh, The church 
of Alexandria was within the citie , 1.7. c.2. ' Cornelius is faid, of- 


fictum Epiſ"opt implev/ſe in civitate Rome ex Cyp.'l.1. epift. 3, Corne= 


lius Felics/imum ex Eccleſia pepulit qui enm tamen de proving pellere 
non potuit. Vide Ruffinum bY ; <p Aberiicinaioum Eceleharang 
tentum curam geſſit. Cyprian was Paſtor Parecie in Cortbagine , of 
the Pariſh in Carthage, Euſeb.lib.7. cap. 3. ex verbis Ciprians, 11b. 1. 
ep.4. 

5 It is the rule of Scripture, that a Biſhop ſhould be choſen in 
fight of his peoptr. Biſhops were choſen long after by rhe os 
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Ag-of Rowe, and others by the' people committed to them. 
lib. 4. epiſt. 11 Neighbour Biſhops ſhould come to the people over 
whom a Biſhop was to be fer , and choſe the Biſhop in preſence of 
the people. Schiſmes were ſaid to be from thence , Quod Epiſcopo 
univerſa fraternitas non obtemperat, Cipr.ep. 55.tota fraternit1s 8. unius 
| I tota multitudo , ex qua componitur Eccleſta particulatis. 
. Cabino de uniderſ# fraternitatis ſuffeagio Epiſtopatus fuit delatus. Cipr. 
1.1.ep,47.58.68. Ecclefre ipitur circuitus non fuit maior,quam ut Epiſe 
_ totam LH ſuam in negotis bntuſmodi convocare potuerit. Soc. 
lib.7.c.3- de Apapeto. Conbocabit omnem clerum & populum qui crat 
gntra ulluus jariſdiffronem., 

6 The Chorepiſcopi were Biſhops in Villages; there is no likely- 
hood of the other notation. Their adverſarics in oppoſing them 
never objc@ that they were as Delegates , or Suffragan Biſhops to 


them. 
7 Biſhops were wont to goe forth to confirme all the baptized 


through the Dioceſle. 

8 They were neighbours, and might meet a dozen, fixe, three, in 
the cauſe of a Biſhop. 

9 They were united, ſometimes in Provincial Councels,in which 
many Biſhops met twice yearely, Ruffm. 1.1. c.6. Vitor Vricenſis 
reporteth in a time when they were feweſtin Africain perſecution 
Vandalica,660 fied to ſaue themſclues. Auſtin ſaith there were in- 
numerable orthodoxe Biſhops in Africa : and the Provninciall 
Councels doe confirme the ſame. 

Now by reaſon it is clcare that churches were not Metropolitan 
or Wocelan 

1 That church whoſe cauſes are wanting, that church is wan- 
ting. But in a Dioceſan church cauſes are not to be found.. Ergo, 

irſt, the efficient cauſe, God ordeyning. For none can take on 
him to be a miniſter Dioceſan : no place to -f a place, where the A(- 
ſembly Dioceſan ſhould be held ; no people can worſhip God in re. 
iring to this place and miniſtery , without warrant of his word. 
oO. The Nationall church of the Iewes, Aaron and his ſonnes 
tooke not that honour,it was given them: The place of the Natio» 
nall 7 Ori ag choſe Hicruſalem.The people he preciſely bound 
to pratiſe ſome ordinances of worſhip no where but there , and to 
_—_— there before him. Secondly, the matter of a Dioceſan 
church is people within ſuch a circuit, obliged to meet at leaſt on 
ſolemne daies, whercſocuer the Dioceſan Miniſters and Ordinances 
of worſhip are exerciſed ; Paſtors who haue callings to tend them 
and rainiſter to them in this Dioccfan meeting now aſſembled, i Fi- 
nally, the aftuall meetings of then to ſtich end , as ſuch more ſol. 


lemne and pubkke meetings are erdammed to, att ho' Where com- 
C 2 manded, 
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manded, nor in any faſhon were cver by any warrant of the Word 
praftiſed. | | : tz; 

If any ſay,theſe arc not the cauſes of a Dioceſan church, but an 
ordinance of God binding perſons within ſuch a circuit ro fubje& 
themſclues to ſuch a nas. 5 and the miniſteric thereof, that they 
may be governed by them. | 

T anſyycr. Firſt, there is no ordinance of God for this,that can be 
ſhewed, that churches within ſuch a circuit ſhould be tyed to a cer- 
taine hcad church for goverment. "ou tt is falſe. For every church 
by Chriſts inſticution hath power of goverment; and the Syna- 

ogue had in ordiparic matters,the government that the Church of 
og had;(being all over)except onely in ſome reſerved cauſes. 
Secondly, I ſay, that this willnot make a Dioceſan church formal- 
ly ſocalled. As a Nationall church could not formally bee with- 
out binding the whole Nation to exerciſc ordinances of worſhip 
in the head church of it; So by proportion. Yea government is 3 
thing which doth now accidere to a church conſtituted, and doth 
not eſſentially concurre as matter or forme to conſtitute a church 
of this or that kinde. Againe, were this true,that the Dioceſan Pa- 
ſors and Miniſters hauce onely governement committed to them , 
then it will follow , that they onely have the governing of par- 
ricularchurches, who are not any way Paſtors of them, miniſtrin 
Wordand Sacraments to:them. But this is moſt abſurd , that their 
proper and ordinary Paſtors, who diſpence Word and Sacraments to 
them, ſhould not haue poteſtatem peas, nothing to doe in governing 
thoſe flockes which depend on them. If any ſay , they were nor 
«Fu, but they were virtute potentie : I ſay,it is allo to make the Apo- 
ſtles churches imperfe&: and how can this be' known bur by a 
preſumed intention, which hath nothing to ſhew it, but thar after 
event of things. 

' From the effec I argue. 

2 Thoſe churches which Chriſt did ordeine and the Apoſtles 
lant, might ordinarily aſſemble to the ordinances of worſhip. 
ut a Dioceſan church cannot ordinarily aſſemble. Ergo. For 

when God will haue mercy and not ſacrifice , and the Sabboth is 
for man, hce will not for ever ordaine a thing ſo uncquall and im- 
offible, as is the ordinarie afſerabling of a Dioceſan multitude. If 
ny diſtinguiſh the aſſumption, and conſidera Dioceſan as ſhe is in 
her parts,or as ſhe is a totum,(tanding of her parts now colle@cd to. 
gether, and ſay ſhe may , and doth meete and communicate , and 
ecific her ſelfe in the firſt reſpeR. I anlwer,this is nothing,and doth 
proue het to be nothing , as ſhe is a Dioceſan Church ; quia quid 
quid eft, agit ſecundum guedeſt, If therefare a Dioceſan Church were 
a reall Church, ſhe tauſt hauc the 6c of ſuch a Church; to wit, 
| & aſſembling 
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afſembling,as ſhe is Dioceſan. The Synagogues through Iſrael met 
Sabboth by Sabboth, but were no Nationall Church in this regard; 
that is to ſay, as it isa Nationall Church , it had her Nationall rc- 
all meetings. 

I reaſon thirdly from the ſubjeR. 

3 That Church which doth per ſe,cſſentially require locall bounds 
of place, that muſt have locall limits ſet forth of God. But a Dte 
occſan Church doth ſo. Ergo. Whence I thus inferre , He who 
inſtitutes a Dioceſan Church,muſt needs fet out the locall bounds 
of this Church. But God hath not ſet out any local, bounds of the 
Church in the New Teſtament : Ergo, he hath not inſtituted any 
Dioceſan Church.The propoſition 15s certain: for this doth enter in 
the definition of a Dioceſan Church, as allo of a Nationall. And 
therefore God inſtituting the Nationall Church of the Iewes, did as 
in a map ſer forth the limits of that nation. So aifo 1f he had inſti- 
tured Dioceſan and Provinciall Churches, he would have appointed 
local! bounds, if not particularlic deſcribed, yet known Capes, 
But God hath not done this. For the Church of the New Teſta- 
ment is not thus ried to places; it being fo with the power of teach- 
ing, and the Ecclcſiaſticall juriſdiQion, that it doth reſpicere ſubditos 
onelie per ſe, not terminos locales. Civilljurifdiaion doth re/pecere for 
Ium primarilic, the ſubics on it in the ſecond place. As for that 
 commandement of appoyntiag Preſbyters Citie by Citze, it is too weake 

a ſparr for this building, Apain,that Church which may be ſaid ro 
be ina Citie,is not Dioceſan, But the Churches which the Apoſtles 
planted,are ſayd to be in Cities. Ergo. If one ſay t6 the propo= 
ſition,they may ; becauſe the head Church is in the Citic. Anſwer, 
The Churches the Apoſtles planted are taken for the multitude of 
Saints vnited into ſuch a body Eccleſiaſticall, But the multitude 
of Saints — a Dioceſſe cannot be ſaid to be in a Citic. Ergo, 
The ſoule may be ſaid to be in the head,though it be in other parts; 
and God in heaven.God,becaulc of his moſt infinite aud indiviſible 
nature ; And ſo the ſoule, becauſc it is indiviſible, and is as all of it 
in every part, not as athing placed ina place containing it, but as a 
forme in that which is informed by ir. But in things which have 
quanritie,and are part out of another,there is not the like reaſon. 

. 4 From the adjun&s.That Church which hath no time ſer,wherin 
to afſemblc,is no Church. I ſuppoſe the ground above,that nothing 
bur union of a Dioceſe in nn make a Dioceſan church.Bur 
this Church hath no time. Ordinaric it cannot have; extraordinaric 
ſolemnities God. hath not commanded. Ergo, there is no ſuch 
Church. For if ic be a recall Dioccfan Church, ir muſt have a reall 
action according to that nature of which it is. The a@ion tormall 


of a Chucch indefinite is to meet and communicate in worſhip. Of 
C 3 a National 
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7 Nationall Church,is to rweer nationally and communicate in wor. 

ſhip. Ifrhen it muſt meer, it muſt have fometime ſer down, or- 

dinarie or extraordinaric. Bur God hath done neither. The Chur. 

ches, which the Apoſtles planted, were in their times molt perfe& 

and flouriſhing. Bur Dioceſan Churches were not : for in thoſe 

times they were but in /eminals infolded, not explicated, as the ad- 
> verſaries confefle. 

4 That which maketh Gods As Fry vane incongruous to his 
miniſters, is abſurd. Burt a Dioceſan frame of Charch doth ſo. 
Ergo. That which maketh God give his extraordinary gifts to mi- 
niſters of churches in the Apoſtles times, when now they had but 
one congregation,and give ordinary gifts onely when now they had 
800 churches under them, 1s abſurd. But this doth the Dioceſan 
frame. Ergo. 

5 The aches through out which a Preſbyter might do the of 
fice of a teaching Preſbyrer,and a Deacon the office of a Dzacon, 
were not Dioceſan. But every Preſbyter might miniſter in the 
word and ſacraments throughout the Church to which he was cal- 
led; ſo might a Dcacon tend to the poore of the whole church, 
whereof he was a Deacon. Ergo, theſe were not Dioceſan. The 

' reaſon of the propoſition is. No Preſbytet can through many con. 
gregations performe ordinarie miniſterie. In which regard the Ca- 
non law forbiddeth that Preſbyrers ſhould have many Churches, 
C.10.49.z3. Yu plures Eccleſse bni nequaquam committantur Preſbyteros 
quis ſolus per Eccleſaas nec officium valet perſdlIvere nec rebus earum neceſ= 
ſariam curam impendere. | 

6 If God had planted Dioceſan churches, that is, ordeined that 
all within citic,ſuburbs,and regions,ſhould make but one Dioceſan 
Church, then may not two Dioceſſes be vnited into one Church,or 
another Church and Bſſhop be ſer within the circuit of a Dioceſan 
church. But ncither of theſe are ſo. The judgement of the African 
fathers ſhewthe onc,and the Canon law doth ſhew the other. p. 2. 
c.16.41. Ergo. | 

7 If God appointed the frame of the church Dioceſan ſtanding 
of one chiefe church, others vnited in ſubje&ion: then can there 
not be the perfe&ion of a church in one comce. But 
where there may be a ſufficienc multitude d an a proper 
Paſtor or Biſhop, requiring a number of Preſbyters and Deacons 
ro miniſter unto them, there may be the perfe&ion of a church, 
But in ſome one congregation may bee ſuch a multitude. Ergo. 

8 Thoſe churches which may lawfulle have Biſhops, are fuch 
churches/as God jaſtituted. Bur churches in Towns,populous Vil. 
lages,have had,& may have their Biſhops. Ergo. This is proved by 


xaT4 my every populous Towne, ſuch as our market rownes, 
| and 
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and others; yea by a ſpnecdoche,villages; for there they taught as wel 
28 in Cities. There were Synagogues as well as in Cities. They cx« 
cepted againſt them afterward in vnconformitic to Law. The teſti. 
monie of Zogomen ſheweth what kinde of congreations were they 
of which Epbenin teſtificth. And the fathers of Africa did not 
require, that a Dioceſan multitude, but a ſufficient multitude, not 
through every part, for then they ſhould have had to doe in 
Citie churches, but in that part of the Dioceſſe where a Presbyter 
onely had ſerved the turne,ſhould have their Biſhop. 

If Dioceſan churches, and provinciall churches be Gods frame, 
then we had no Churches in Brittaine of Gods frame, before that 
Auſtin was (cnt by i vr the great. But hcre were churches 
from before Tertulljan,after the frame God requirethzat leaſt in their 
judgements. Ergo. 

the to come to open the termes, and lay downe concluſions: 
whether Dioceſan or Pariſhionall Churches were conſtiſtuted. 

Firſt, the word Church we underſtand here, not figuratively; taken 
Aetonymically for the place , Synecd. for Miniſters admuniftrmg 
ordinances: but properly, for a body. politick, ſtanding of pco- 
ple to bee taught and governed , and of teachers and govere 
nours. 

Secondly, it may be asked, what is meant by a Dioceſan church? 
Anſf:. Such a frame in which many Churches are vnited with one 
head church, as partaking in holy things, or at leaſt in that power 
of government which is in the chiefe church, for all the ather with- 
in {uch er ſuch a circuit. Theſe phraſes of a Dioceſſe, a Dioceſan 
Biſhop, or Church, arc all fince the time of Conſtantine, yca the two 
laſt much later. A Diocefle ſeemeth from the common-wealth to 
have been taken up in the Church, from what time Biſhops had 
Tortitories, ample demaines, and {ome degree of civill juriſdiftion 
annexed to them. For a Diocefle by the Lawyers,is a circuit of pro- 
vinces, ſuch as the Romans Prefidents had : or ative, an admini- 
tration of thoſe Prouinces with juriſdiion. L. unica. c. ut omnes 
dudices. And in the Canon law, ſometimes Provincia and Dioce/ts are 
uſed promiſcuouſly. dift.50.c. 7. But the ancienteſt uſe of this 
word was to note the Territory, or Countrcy circuit, oppoſed to 
the Citic. Thus the Countrey churches are called Dioceſane Eccle+ 
þe; cont.taur. c. 8. 

Thus Buptiſinales Eccleſia were contra-diſtinguiſhed to Pariſhio+ 
nall. Theſc had every one a Diocefle, and the inhabitants were cal-« 
led Divceſans : theſe churches had a moyite of houſes dwelling in 
neighbourhood that belonged to them;bur at length by a Synec- 
doche, the whole Church was called a Dioceſſe; though the Cano- 


niſts diſpute whether it may be ſo called, ſccing the Dioceſe ky 
e 
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the meaner part by much, in compariſon of the Citic, and ſhould 
not give the denomination to the whole. So at length the Biſhop wag 
called Dioceſanus,and the Church which had been called Freleſea 
Iitatss ,matrix,nutrix, Cathedrals, = ro be called Dzoce/an. Burt here 
we take a Dioceſan Church for fuch a head Church,with which all 
Churches in ſuch a circuit hath reall union, and communion in 
ſome ſacred things. Now a Dioceſan Church may be pur obje&iva, 
that 1s, for a Church in which are miniſters and miniſteric for the 

ood of the whole Diocefſe,though they ſhould never aſſemble, as 
he worſhip in the Church of Ieruſalem was for al Iudea,& profited 
though abſent. Ort may be put formally for a body politicke, a 
congregation of beleevers through a Dioceſle, with the miniſters 
of Bo ame, having ſome reall union and communion in ſacred 
things. We deny any ſuch Church. 

A Pariſhionall Church may be conſidered AMaterially or Formally, 
Marterially, as it is a Church within ſuch locall bounds, the mem. 
bers whercof dwcll contiguouſly one bordering upon the other. 
Thvis God inſtitited hot, for it is accidentall tothe Church,may ab- 
efſe and adeſſe a Church remaining one. It a Pariſhionall Church 
in London ſhould dwell,as the Dutch doe, one farre enough from 
the other, while the ſame beleevers were united with the ſame go- 
vernours, the Church were not changed , though the place were 
alrercd. Secondly,it is put formally, for a multitude which doe in 
manner ofa Pariſh ordinarily congregate ; ſuch Churches, and ſuch 
onely we lay God ercfed. : 

Now for ſome concluſions, what wee agree in , then what ſe- 
vers us. 

Concluf: 1. Churches of Cities, Provinces, Kingdomes, may bce 
called Dioceſan, Provinciall, National Churches,as the Churches of 
the world are called Occumenicall,yea haply not without warrant 
of Scripture; As 1.Pet.1.1. writing to all thoſe diſperſed Churches, 
ſpeaketh of them ſingularly as of one flock, 1. Fet. 5. 2. The rea- 
ſon. is, things may be called not onely as they are really in them- 
ſelves,bur according to ſome reſpeQ of reaſon,under which we may 
apprehend them, 

Coucl. 2. That there may be a reall Dioceſan, Nationall, or head 
Church,wherewith others ſhould be bound to comunicate more ſo- 
lemnly in word & ſacraments,and in ſome more relerved caſes con- 
cerning cheir government. This was done in the Church of Iudea. 
Our men are to ſhic, that feare to come to this propoſition,de poſſe, 
I am ſure our adverſarics will grant us, that our pariſhionall trame 
might have been fo untiectd 

Concls © 3. Thar there cannot be ſuch a frame of Church, but b 


inſticution. No Miniſters can take this honour,but they "” 
as 
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(as Aeon) be called to it. When nothing in nature can have further” « 
| degree of perfeRion, then the authour of nacure putteth into it; 
how much more muſt the degree of perfe&ion and eminence in 
things Eccleſtaſticall, depend on God ? Wee may reaſon from the 
Church of Iudea, as 4 pars, to prove, That there cannot bee ſuch a 
Church,but that all ſubordinates muſt communicate with the chic- 
. feſt head Church in ſome ſacred things, which may make th-m one 
Church. Thus there would not have been a Church Nationall of 
the Iewes, burt- that all the Nation had union and communion 
together even in the worſhip and ordinances of worſhip. The men 
onely went up, fo the male onely were circumciſed : but the female 
repreſentativelic went up in them. 
Oe. It is enough if the communion be in' government, which | 
all our oppoſites grant neceſſaric. 
Anſw. This maketh them rather one in tertio quodam ſepartbult, s 
then one Church : government being a thing that commeth to a 
Church now conſtituted, and may beabſent, the Church remain- 
ing a Church. The firſt Churches of Biſhops, when now my Wcre 
divided,did kcep all otffer,who were the Biſhops preſbyrers ftritly 
ſo called,and the people alſo in ſome communion with the head 
Church; for in.g-cater ſolcmnitics one and other went up thither. 
Sce decret.dift.; . 41ſt. 38. 
4 Concluſ:We 2grce in this,that Churches were in their firſt plants» 
Ing, cither not aCtually Dioccſan , being one congregation without : 
any other ſubordinarc,or ifthey had any, yet were they imperfteRh, 
wanting many parts or members of particular Churches, which be- 
longed to them. ; 
at wherein we contradi one another, is, we afirme that no 
ſuch head Church was ordaincd either virtually or aQually,but that 
all Churches were ſingular congregations,equall, independent cach 
of other in regard of ſubje&ion. Secondly,we {ay,were there a Dio- 
ceſan granted,yer will it nor follow, that Pariſh churches ſhould be 
without their government within themſelves, but onely ſubjeR in 
ſome more comman & tranſcendent caſes. Asit was with the Syna- 
ogues and that Nationall Church of 'the Iewcs,& as it is betwixt 
ovinciall and Dioceſan Churches. If any ſay. there 1s not: the 
ſame reaſon of a Dioceſan Church & Pariſh ionall : for that bath in, 
it all che pertcQion of a Church. Lanſwer, not; taken in compari- 
ſon ro a Provinciall Church,it is but a part and mcmber, and hath 
not perf:Qion, no morc{hen a parochiall Church hath, compared 
"No if ;anfacer the Argnments firſt propoſed. ' | 
olloweth. to antwer-the Argnments fir Fo . 
Tot oo anſwer to, the., prppolition by: didin ton, Thoſe / 


who ordaincdthat the Civizas and rbs people taken in regard cf the 
| D whole 
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whole multitude of the one, and locall bounds of the other } 
ſhould make bur one Churcch,they did inſtirute a Dioceſan church. 
But thoſe who ſo inſtituted a Church in Citie, ſuburbs, Coun- 
trey that their number might bee compared -fitrly to one 
congregation, they did not therefore ordaine a Dioceſan Church. 
Againe to the aſſumption. But thoſe who uſe Citteby Citie, and 
Church by Church as equivalent (which the Apoſtles doe)they or- 
daincd that Citic, ſuburbs, and Countrey ſhould make bur one 
Church. I anſwer by the like dſtiintion. They who uſe, Citie by 


Citie, people being taken for the whole multitude within the extent 


of theſe locall bounds, as equivalent with Church by Church , they 
may bee ſayd to have ordained that citic, ſuburbs, and tcritories, 
ſhould make but one Church. But thus the Apoſtles doc not uſe 
them,as of equall ſignification. For the Citic ws a reaſon of an 
ample continent, the Church of a thing contained. Theſe 
phraſes are, the one proper, the other meronymicall , and are 
therefore ro bee expounded the one by the other. Hee placcd 


Preſbyters x4TR Tov, let wee ſhould underſtand it of the 
multitude and locall bounds, it is ſayd Þ\ the As of the Apo. 


ſtles that they placed them xar exxAynay, Church by Church: 
becauſe Preſbyters were not given but ta Diſciples and 
Chriſtians now converted out of the multitude and locall li. 
mits wherewith cities were bounded. Secondly , there is an ad- 
equate acception of theſe phraſes be accidens, not becauſe the eitie 
and church was to make but one church, but becauſe the Chriſti- 
ans by occaſion of their number, not being then too great, were 
framed into one church; or becauſe by occaſion there was yet bur 
one church , not becaule there was to be but one. Now he who 
thus uſerh them promiſcuouſly, doth imply that one church way as 
yet conſticuted , not that there was to bee but one through the cir- 
cuit of citie, ſuburbs and countrey. Thus likewiſe it is cafily an- 
ſwered to the proofe of the propoſition : For thus the multitude 
of citizens converted and unconverted, could not bee a church 
of one congregation, yet the number of thoſe who in citic, ſub- 
urbs, and territories, were-aQtually converted, was no more then 
might be ordered into one church, and the Apoſtles framing theſe 
zato one on the prefenr occaſion, did norexcludec the after conſtt- 
tuting of any other within the ſame locall bounds. 

To the ſecond Argument : and Firſt, to the objeftion from the 
Narionall church of the Iewes. I anſwer, denying the aſſump- 
tion. That the Synagogues being many, made one Church ; be- 
caulc they were all one kingdome, one poſſefiion. For thus there 


was one Occumenicall Church , when the world was under ons 
Rat aan 2 Emperouz 
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6ur, 2nd of one profeſſion. It is accidentall to the unitic 
of a Church whether the kingdom be one or no. If Iſrael! , when 
God had divided the kingdome into two, had gone up to Hie- 
rfalem , and kept there communion in the worſhipp of thar 
Church, they had fill beene one Church, though two King- 
domes. If here were. as many Kings and Kingdomes as have 
been in England , ſo many as ſhould belong to one Provinciall 
Church , thould bee one Church , though _ Kingdomes, 
The truth is, they were one Church, becauſe they had union and 
Nationall communion in the ordinances of worſhip, which were 
in that one Church to which they all belonged. The high Pricſt 
was their proper Prieſt , hee made interceſſion for them, bleſſed 
them , they were not to offer any where, but there. If any 
think this cannot bce the cauſe , why they were one Church, un- 
der the government of one high Pricſt, for then ſhould Aaron have 
been as well as ty, "a, _— of Chriſts- kingly office. I an- 
fwer, there is Prieſtly Prelacic and government, as well as Princely; 
Es. were under Aaron in the former regard, in which hee was a 
ſhadow of Chriſt. 

To the ſecond inſtance of Hieruſalem ; wee deny the pro. 
polition. Ir might bee intended for a head and mother Church 
mn regard of order ; and yet not bee a Nationall Church ha- 
ving power over others: If it ſhould have been a head, having 

er accordingly , as it was a mother Church , it ſhould have 

en head to all the world. Secondly, Wee deny the Afſump- 
tion. That the Apoſtles ever intended, that it ſhould be ahead to 
Chriſtian Churches through Iudea : as it had been before under 
the High Prieſt. That conſtitution was typicall, and may bet- 
ter plcad for an univerſall Chriſtian Church, then for a Natio- 
nall. Secondly, there is not the leaſt intimation of Scripture this 
way. Thirdly , had this Divinitic been knowne, the Fathers 
would not have ſuffered, that it ſhould have been made a Dioceſan 
church, and ſubje&ed ro Cxſarca. To the Profillogiſme. The 
Church which was ſo numberſome , that it could not {mect or. 
dinarily , could nor' bee a pariſhionall Church. This was fo. 
Ergo, &c. To the propoſition I anſwer. That which was by 
inhabiraars, who had fixum domicilium , ſo numberſome thar ic 
could not meet, I grant it. But ſo this was not; by acci- 
dent often many others were there in tran/tu. Secondly, nay 
wee'read that they did meet ordinarily, as is aboue ſaid, and iy 
that: deliberation about which the Church of Antioch did ſend 


to them , as Ireneus affirmeth. 1. 3. c: 12. Pniverſam cam conveniſſe. 
D 3 " Luke 
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Luke afficmeth the ſame. As for that of millions of beleevers, it 
is certaine, they were not fixed members of this Church. . For 
would Luke, who reckoneth the growth of them to 5000. have con- 
cealed fo notable acceſſions , whereby they ſay, they grew up to I 
know not how many thouſands; there is no likehhood. Whether 
therefore they were ſuch beleevers as are mentioned, -Jobn 2. or 
whether by occaſion of the Paſſover, or Pentecoſt, or'ſuch like 
feaſt, they were intran/its , onely there for the preſent. How e« 
ver it is, there is no likelihood that they were conſtant mem- 
bers of that Church. Nevertcleſſe, ſay, they were more then 
could firly meer, yer _ they bee ts Sem , as in one Con- 
gregation. The Apoſtles wing. ie) times to enſue, wherein ma- 
ny of them ſhould tranſlate themſelves, and bee diſperſed hither 
and thither. God letting it grow a while more ranke aud aboun- 
dant then ordinary Churches are to bee, becauſe it was Eccleſia 
furcularts, many of whoſe branches were to bee tranſplanted in 
their time. Yea had there been five thouſand ſecrled members, we 
read of ſome ordinarie Auditories, ſpoken to by ordinarie Paſtors, 
as great; as Chryſoſtome on Math. 24. doth (gn) e, to his cſteeme 
they might be five thouſand that then heard his voyce. 

Touching the third inſtance, As to the firſt reaſon, The propoſition 
is wn 96 for naming the reſt of Achaia with them , doth no 
more lignific the ſubicion of all Achaians, then in the 1. Corinth, 
t. 2. naming all Saints in every place, doth ſignific their ſubicQi. 
on. The ſecond reaſon, hath the ſequell ofthe propoſition denied : 
for the contrary is rather true. He who without any note of diffe- - 

/ rence calleth the Church of Corinth by the name of Achaia, hee 
} doth imply that it is but one particular Church, cquall with the o« 
_ _ ther Churches in Achaia. To the third, the propoſition is againe 
denicd, That hee that ſpeaketh of all the Churches as one, doth 
imply a metropolitan Church. For by the firſt concluſion we-may 
ſpcake of things not onely as they are really, but according to any 
reſpe& of reaton,under which they are apprehended. Again,the 
aſſumption is falſe : Heſpeaketh not of them as one Chnrch, bur. 
as divers Churches in one Province. Bur it 1s named and ſet be« 
fore others. Ergo. &c. The ſequell is againe denied. For it 
way be named before other, becaulc it is the moſt illuſtrious and 
conſpicuous Church ; but not becauſe it hath any power over 
other. Finally , it is too grofſe to thinke, that all iv Achaia 
came to Corinth to be inſtructed and make their contributions, 
Every Ch urch uſing the firſt day of the week when they aſſembled 

to make their collections within thcmſclves. 


/ The 
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The fourth inftance is Crete; where the many Churches in that 
Thand ſo full of Cities are faid ro be one Church of Crete, whereof 
Fitus was Biſhop. Thoſe manifold Churches which made bur one, 
whereof Titus was Biſhop , thoſe were all one Nationall Church. 
But the Churches of Crete, as ſaith the ſubſcription, were ſo. Ergo. 
Anfſ:The propolition might be queſtioned on the ground abouc: but 
the aſſumprion is falfe ; proved by a ſubſcription, which is like his 

roofe, which was brought out of the book after the Revelation. 
For firſt, they are not in the Syriack teſtament. Secondly,they arc 
not thought of Antiquity ancienterthen Theodorer. Thirdly, the 
ſubſcription is falſe, and moſt unlikely. For had Paul written from 
Nicopolis , he would haue wiſhed Titus ro come to him to Nico- 

olis, where he was for the preſent and meant to winter,rather then 
has ſpoken of itas a place hom which hc was ablcnt, and whether 
he meant to repaire. tg 

The fift inſtance. Phillip.3. That church, which was in the chicfe 
Citic of all Macedonia, muſt needs be at leaſt a Dioceſan. Bur the 
Church of Philippi was ſo. Ergo. This will proue an argument , 
when Churches muſt needs be conformed to the civill regencie of 
the Emperour : his foure chiefe Governours called ah ns pretorns, 
his preſidents of Provinces under them, and inferiour Iudges, and 
Magiſtrates, under theſe in ofiecitie, and the regions of ir. But this 
1s an crrour =_ ground to a Patriarchall and Occumenicall 
Church,as well as ai Dioceſan. This rule of planting 
Churches varieth at mans pleaſure : For the Romane Provinces 
after the people of Rome gaue up their right ro the Emperour,were 
brought all into one, under one head and Monarch , and Pro- 
vinces haue bene diverfly divided from time to time. From this 
Monatchie aroſe the Popes plea againſt the Greeke Churches 
for his Occumenicall foveraigntic. What forme of Churches 
muſt wce haue amongſt them who never received any ſuch go- 
vernement, wr any governmentat all. If I werea Conformitant 
I ſhould obje& otherwiſe for a Provinciall Church in Philippi: viz. 
thus. That Church which had many Biſhops in it could not bee 
Pariſhionall nor Diaceſan, but Provinciall. For the Provincall 
Church hath the puns rpms and Suffragan Biſhops in it, and ng 
other. But Philippi had ſo. Ergo. Butthe Propoſition is-truc onc= + 
ly when it 15 underſtood of Droceſan Biſhops, not of Parithionall 

(hops. Againe , Paul writeth not to the Biſhops in the Church , 
but in the Citie: Now many Biſhops are not in the Provinciall 
Citie, though many are in a Provinciall Church.” | 

| Now to come to the churches of Alia. I anſwer to the propofi- 
tion of the firſt Syllog. by diſtinftton. One church may contcine 
others, as an example do —— in ita thing exemplified : o 
. 3 as 3 
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as a head,Churchr doth. Churches united. in fybjetionts ice, Thoſe 
Churches bpny ah all other in the latter fencc,it is true, they 
were at. lea kPlocelp 5 ana: this ſenſe the aſſumpuonis denyed. 
The ſame anſwer fitteth the Profſyllog. Hee that writing to theſe, 
writeth to all other by vertue of their ſubjefional! ſubogdination, 
he doth imply that all others are conteyned in theſe as member 
Churches under one head. But he who writing to theſe,writeth ro 
all other as. exemplified onely in them , he doth not —_ any ſuch 
thing. Now this is manifeſt , becauſe hee writeth to ſeven Chure 
ches: wheress this were ſuperfluous , if Chriſt did intend his letter 
onely to head Churches conteyning other. For then fiue Churches 
ſhould haue bene written to onely , ſceing in them all others were 
conteyned,as they {ay.For by law of this virtual continencie,Phila- 
delphia and Thiatira were included in two of the other,viz. Sardis, 
& Pergamus, which were their mother cities. What needed he haue 
named Thyatira, which by law of this virtuall continencie did in. 
tend todirct his letter onely to head Churches ? Againe, the aſ- 
ſumption is falſe : For he doth write principally to the ſeven, and 
ro all other Churches in Aſia no further then hee writeth to all the 
Churches in the world. There were qther Churches in Aſia , ſuch 
«As were Coloſſe, Hicrapolis, Troas , the Church at Milctum , and 
Aſſos, which the Centuries mention, which depended not on thoſe 
ſeven. If Colofſeiand Hierapolis were not, as Laodicza, reedified 
when Iohn did write the Revelation, yet theſe other Churches 
were then extant. Not tro name Magneſia and Tralles, the inde- 
pendancie whercof is fully cleared whatſoever DoQ. Downam 
objcaeth. 
To the third reaſon; from Chriſts manner of concluding his E- 
iſtles, ir is; anſwered by denying the aſſumption. For Chriſt 
th not. uſc the plucalll number in refpe&t of that one Church 
preceding, but in reſpeR of the ſeven colleQively taken, it be- 
ing. his will that the members of each fingular Church ſhould lay 
Kay ae both ſeverally and jointly , what ever was ſpoken to them 
and to others. | | | 
ow to;come to the Ecclcſaſticall examples, - as of Rome, 
and Alexandria,..two hundred yeares after Chriſt. And firft 
to anſwer the reaſon brought tor their increaſe, ſuch as could. 
not keepe ſtill in a Paciſhionall mecting. The Propoſition is not 
of neceſlaric conſequence ; for there were- very extraordinarie rea* 
ſons of that which which was cffe&ed in the Church of Ieruſalem: 
From Chriſt himſelfe, from the reſidence of all the Apoſtles ; 
from the ſtate of. the people there aflemblcd; from the ſtate © 
that Church ; from the time in which thele were deuc, wn. 
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had prayed for them particularly, to which fome Utribute the 
firſt miraculous converſion by Peters preaching. Againe, it was fit, 
that being now aſcended into his glory , hee ſhould there more a- 
boundantly diſplay his power, and more conſpicuoufly ſwallow up 
the ſcandall of his crofſe. Againe , this Church had the labour of 
all the Apoſtles for a time in it: whoſe care and induſtric we may 
eſſe by their ordination of Deacons , that they might not bee 
iſtrated. Thirdly, the confluence and concourte to Hieruſalem 
was of much pcople, who though explicitcly they did not be- 
leeue in Chriſt, yet had in them the faith of the Meſliah , and 
therefore were neerer to the kingdome of God then the conimon 
Heathen. The ſtate of this Church was ſuch , that it was to fend 
out lightto all other , a common nurſcrie to the world. Finally, 
the time being now , the beginning -of _—_— that heavenly 
Kingdome, ſeeing beginnings of things are difhicult , no won- 
der if the Lord did:reveale his arme more extraordinarily. It doth 
not therefore follow from this particular, to the ſo great encrea- 
fing of theſe churches in tra& of time. Nay,if theſe other Churches 
had enjoyed like increaſe in their beginnings, it would not follow , 
as thus. Thoſe Churches which Within a few yeares had thus many. in 
them , how numberſome ere they many ytares after. Becauſe the grows 
ing 'of. things hath .a Period et , after which:,- even thoſe things 
which a great while.encreaſed , doe decreaſe and goe downeward , 
aS it was in Ieruſalem. Not to mention , that we deny the afſump- 
tion, 

But though the Argument is but Topicall , and can but 
breed” an opinion onely , ,yet the teſtimonics ſceme irrefragable. 
Tertullian teſtifying that halfe the Citizens 1n Rome was Chriſti. 
ans. And Cornclius,that there was beſides himſelfe,and 45 Preſby+ 
ters, a numberſome Clergie. 

I anſwer , That Tertullians ſpeech ſeemeth to be ſomewhat 
Hyperbolicall: for who can belecue that more then halfe the Ci- 
tie, and world, after a fort, were Chriſtians. But he ſpeaketh this , 
and truely in ſome regard, becauſe they were ſo potent through 
the world , that if they would hauc made hcad they might haue 
troubled happily their perſecucors. Or cl{c hee might lay _ 

halfe of them Chriſtians , nor becauſe there were ſo many mem- 
bers of the Church: but becauſe there were ſo many who did 
beare ſome favour to their cauſe, and were it as ſafe as otherwile , 
would nor ſtick ro turne to them, But Tertullian knew no Chur- 
ches which did not meet, baving prayers,exhortationsy and.mini- 
Zeng] kindes of Cenſures,: If therefore there. wore more 
Comm $in Romc in his tune , it will make little for Dioceſan 


Churches, 


| Touching 


Of Dioceſan and. * 


_—_— ornchus : we anſiyer. Ic is not unlike but anditories 
were divided and'tended by Preſbyterics. Cornelius keeping the 
CathedrallChurch , and being ſole Biſhop of them : bur we deny 
chart theſe made a Dioceſan Church: For firſt, the Cathedrall aud 
Parochiall Churches were all within the Citie, in which regard hee 
is ſaid, Officium Epiſcopi rmplediſſe in civitate Rome. Neither was his 
Church as atnple as the Province:, which thar of Folicifſimus ſuf- 
ficiently reacheth. Secondly,we fay that theſe Parochiall churches, 
were to the mother church, as chappels of caſe are to theſe chur- 
_ Ches #n metrocomars, they had communion with the mother church, 
pong to the ſame for Sacraments and hearing the Word, and the 
iſhop did goe out to them and preach amongſt them. For ſume 
of them were not ſuch as had liberty of Baptizing , and therefore 
could not be {cvered from communion with the head Church. 
Now to anſwer further,it is beyond 200 yeares for which our de- 
fence israken. For there 1s reaſon why people which had bene held 
together for 200 years as a Congregation, m_ now 50 years after 
be exccedingly encreaſed. The Eccleſiaſticall ſtorie notcth a moſt 
remarkeablc increaſe of the faith, now in the time of Iulian before 
Cornelius. Neither muſt we thinke that an Emperour,as Philippus, 
favouring the fairh, did not bring on muktirades to the like profeſ- 
fion. Secondly, we-ſay,there is nothing in this of Cornelius which 
may not well ſtand, that the Church of Rome, though now much 
increaſed,did not keep together as one Church. For the whole peo- 
le are ſaid to haue prayed and communicated with the repentant 
Biſhop » Who had ordeyned Novatus : and we fee how Cornelius 
doth amplific Nouatus his pertinacje: From hence}, that none of 
the numerous Clergic, not yet of the people, very great and innu- 
merable, could turne him, or recall him , which argueth that the 
Church was not ſo aboundant, but thart'all the members of it had 
union and communion, for the muruall edifying and reſtoring one 
of another. AndI would faine know, whether the ſeven Deacons, 
ſeven Subdeacons,42 Acolouthes,whether thoſe exorciſtes, Le&ors, 
Porters about 52 are ſo many, ——_ not be taken up in a Con- 
pr of Hftecne or twentie tho ? any the time might 
welltequire them, when many were-to bre'fent forth ro doe 
fomepart of miniſteric more privately. Not to name the errour of 
. the Church in ſuperfluous antRiplicartins of their Preſ(byters, to 
vilifying of them, as they were ſuperfluous in the point of their 
Deacons. There were 60 in the church of Sophia for the help of the 
Liturgic. True iris, the Congtegarion could not but be! exceedin 
grear, and tnight 'well be called ur a marmeryinnumerable;thoweh ic 
wero burof a twentiethouſand cople/)But becauſe of 'that which 
15 reported touching diviſion by Euariſtus, Hygiaus, Dioatfius,and 
| Marcellinus , 
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Marce!linus, though there is no authemticke authour for it; neirhsr 
i; it likely in Hoſpinianus judgement. Ler it be yeelded that there 
were ſo:ne Parochiall diviſions, they were not many , and'within 
the Citic , and were but as Chappels of-caſc to the cathedrall or 
- mother Church. 3 
Concerning the objeRion from the-*Churches: of Belgia, or the 
low Countrics, we deny the propoſitton: for we cannot realon thus. 
Tf many Maſters, and diſtintt formes of Schollers, in ohe free Sehoole, 
be but 1e Schooke : then many Maſters and company of Sthollers , ſe- 
bered in many Schooles, are but one Schoole. Secondly, _ hauc com- 
munion ia rhe communitic of their Teachers, though not in the 
ſame individuall word tended by them. But it 1s one thing, when 
ſheep feed rogether in one common Paſture , though they bite nor 
on the ſameindividuallgraſſe; Another thing when-now they are 
tended in diverſe ſheepe gates. Notto urge, that in the Sacra= 
ments and Diſcipline, they may communicate as one Congre- 
gation. | 
Touching the obje&ion from Geneua :T anſwer to the propoſi- 
tion by diſtinion. Thoſe Þbo ſubjett themſclucs to a Treſdyterts , as 
not having power of goveruing themſilues Within themſclues, as being tn- 
der it by ſubordination , th:ſe may in effe ,, as Well be ſubjett to a Con« 
ſiſtorie : But thus the twenty foure Churches of 'Genev# doenot. They 
-or haue power of governing themſclues,but for greater edihcations, 
voluntarily confederate, not-to uſe nor exerciſe their power, but 
with mutuall communication, one asking the counſel! and conſent 
of the other in that common Preſbyteric. Secondly,t is one thin 
for Churches to ſubje& themſclues ro a Biſhop-and Conliſtory 
wherein they ſhall haue no power of ſuffrage : Another thing to 
communicate with ſuch a Preſbyterie, wherein themlelues are 
members and Iudges with others. Thirdly, ſay,they had no power, 
nor vverc no members in that Prefbyteric , yet it 15 one thing ro 
ſubmirtheſclucs to the government of Ariftocracic,another ro rhe 
Biſhops Monarchicall government. For vvhile his Preſbyters are 
but as counſellours toa King , though he conſultcth-vvith them,he 
alone governeth. Geneva made this conſociation,uot as if the Prime 
Churches were imperfc&, and to make one Church by this union: 
but becauſe though they were intire Churches, and had the power 
of Churches, yet they necded this ſupport in exerciſing of it, and 
that by this mcancs the Miniſters and Seniors of it might haue com- 
munijon. But what arc all the 24 churches of Genovato one of otir 
Diocelay Churches. X THR | 
Now to:aniwer the reaſons. The *firſt .of chem Hath- no 
act-true ;. the propoſition is denyed. For chete churches which 
ad ſuch Prefbytcrs and Deacons as the Apoſtles inftieuted were 
E Partſhio- 
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Piriſhionall, that is, ſo conjoytied that they might and did meete 
in one-Congregation, The! Door did conſider the Nendernefſſe of 
ſomeof our Pariſhes, and the numberſome Clergic of ſome Carhe- 
drall Churches , but did not conſider there may be Preſbyterics 

much lefſer, and congregations ampler and fuller, and yet none {o 

bigge as ſhould. require!:rhar'mutrirudehe imaginerh, nor made fo 
lacle as might nor haue Prefbyrtrs/and Deacons. What though ſuch 
Maior and Aldermeras are in'London'cannot bee had in every 
Town, yet ſuch a Towne as CamLridge may hauec ſuch a Maior 
and Aldermen as Cambtidge affoords, and the meaneſt market 
Town may hauc, : though not in degree, yet in kinde like Govern. 
nours., $o is it in Prefbyrters and other Officers: the multitude of 
Pre(byters falling forth per.accidens,not that a Biſhop ts ever ro-haue 
alike numberſome Preſbyreric, but becauſc che Church is fo num- 
berſome that a&ions liturgicall require more copious affitance,& ſo 
wealthy, that it.can well maintaine them. And beſide, becauſe of 
that Collegiate reaſon which was in ther rather then Eccleſiaſtical, 
which the fathers had in their Preſbyteries; for the nurſing of 
plants, which might be tranſplanted for ſupply of vacant Chiirter, 
which was a point that the: Apoſtles.in planting Churches no whit 
inended. 7 © f 1-4 bs, 
To come to the aſſumption : But citie Churches onely bad a Biſhos 
Duith Preſbyters and Deacons. Anfwer, Firſt, not toſtand upon this, 
, that S.Puulſert no Biſhops with Preſbyters, but Preſbyters oncly , 
and they Tay Biſhops were given, when the Preſbyters had brought 
the Church to.be more numberſome, the affumption is falfe, that 
tie Churches onely bed them. For the Scripture ſaith , they planted 
m Church-by Church , chat is,through every Church.Then eve« 
ry Church had Io Governours with in bf ſelfe,we muſt uſe as ame 
plc interpretations as may be, Contrarily, the ſenſe which arroga- 
teth this to one from the reft we cannot without evidence recciuc 
it, in embitio/ts reſtrifta interpretatio adbibenda 'eſ#. Eeclefſra doth 
not ſignific ny Church without difference, Pariſhionall, Dioceſan, 


or Provinciall; but onely a company orderly afſembling , nor 


eyopate, but ixxAy#ia youtinn KH wplopiry. Such a Var: oy bd 
therefore as congregate decently to facred agen is a Church by 
tranflation: Beſides the indefinite is equivalent to the univerſall, as, 


Xara THAwIS Xa ixaqy roy, 10 xar ixxAyoiay Is xaf 
axdgrnm wxAna'ay. Now their interpretation beggeth every 
thing without any ground. For when Preſbyters may be taken but 
three ways: diviſun, coujundim, and divifim and conjunttim : divi/im 
one Preibyter in one,another in another, conjuntim, diverſe Pref- 
-byrers ia every Church ;acither of theſe will ferue their _ the 
| etcr 
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hologgrue : for Scripears making two kinds of Preſ- 
out which the Charch cannot bre governed , it is ſurc 

; of.bath kinds to every ChurCh they: ptanteds Now they 

ſcalng' ſome Churches, in out afes have many, and ſomig ons , 

conker if both wates Colpine; many Prefbyrers,and Salons 

hereandone there, and becauſe many Preſbyters cannot be thus 
laced in our frame of Churches, wmagine the Church to containe 
——_—_ co hte aan ? Ie 

--- Bur 1] nor {ceme. rt ake wittiout” refilon ; the Scripture 

fy hey ave Citic by Citi Prefbyrefs £] Fair thereforg'in alkch 

Churches aFoccupicd Citic , -Saburbes and Countrey , which Pa- 

riſhionall ones doe not. But may not a Church of one Congrega- 

tioni be na citie, without occupying limits of citie , ſuburbes and 
countrey: and if Preſbyters be placed in ſuch a Church, may they 
not be ſaid to be placed in Cities. Indeed, if the Preſbyters placed 
in Cities were given to all rhe people within ſuch bounds , the caſe 
werc other ; but the citie is not literally-thus-ro be underſtood, bur 
mcetonymically for the Church in the Citie; Neither was the church 
in the citic, al] within ſuch bounds; for the Saints of a placc and 

Church of a place, are all one in the Apoſtles phraſe ot {pecch. As 

For thar which is obje&ed from Eccleſiaſticall hiſtoric, it is rtuc,that 

in pracely of time,the Biſhop onely had a company of Preſbyters. 

Betore, Churches kept in one Congregation and had all their Pref 

byrers. Churches ſhould ſo thaue afterward bene divided , that all 

ſhould haue been alike for kind, though in circumſtantial excellens 
cic ſome were before other. What a groſſe thing is it to imagine,that 

the firſt frame the Apoſtles did cre was not for poſteritie to imi- 

tate? A fitter cxample then to take out of the cuſtome of  Metropoles, 


who ſending out there &7o!1xiag. or Colanies , doe: ule to teferuc 
ſome caſes in, civill juriſdition over them , which the _ 
Rate 'of lates Churches did exprefle. rnd 
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SECOND QVESTION 
WHETHER CHRIST ORDAINED: 
by himſelfe,or by his Apoſtles, any ordinary Pa. 

.. ſors, as our Biſhops, having both prece- 


dencie of order, 2nd matoritie of: 
power above others. 


E E will follow the ſame: method : Firſt, ſetting 
| - down thearguments for it, with anſwers to them ; 


 - Secondly, the: arguments againſt ir : Thirdly, lay 
. V- . VB.  dowhe' contluſiots. ' The arguments for it arc; 
iRrft;raken from Scripture: ſecondly from praffife of the Churches: 
thirdly from reafon evincing the neceſſirie of ir, 

. The firſt Argument. Y' 
Thoſe- whom the Holy Ghoſt inſtituted, on of Chriſts or- 
daining. Burt the Holy Ghoſt is ſayd to have placed Biſhops, AR; 
20. Ergo, Diſhape are of - aan | 
Anſwer. We deny the aſſumption > viz. That thofe Presbyrere of 
Epheſus were Dioceſan Biſhops. Ir is moſt | 26-bane. were ſuch 
ww did Communi conſulio tend the feeding and government of the 
Church; ſuch Biſhops whereof there might be more then one in 
one congregation. The common gloſlt referreth to this place that 
of lerom : that at firſt Pre(byters did by common councell governe 
the Chnrches. Yea D. Downam doth count Epheſus as yet to haue 
had no. Biſhop, who was {cnt unto them after Pauls being at Rome, 
a3 Ke thinketh. Ang others: defending the Hierarchic, who thinke 
him to have ſpoken to Biſhops, doe judge that theſe words belong 
not to Preſbyters, but are ſpoken in regard of others together then 
preſent with them, co wit, of Timothy, a; 0h Tychicus, who,ſay 
they, were three Biſhops indeed ; but that he ſpeaketh of theſe who 
indeed were in company, isquite belades the text. 
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Of Dioceſan Biſhops. 25 
1 The ſecond Argument. 

-Such Paſtors as the ſeven Angels,Chriſt ordained.. But ſuch were 
Dioceſan Biſhops. Ergo. The aſſumption proved. Thoſe who 
wete of fingular preheminencie amongſt other Paſtors, and had 
corre&ive power over all others in their Churches, they were Dio« 
ecſan Biſhops. Bur the _— were ſingular perſons in every 
Church, having Eccleſiaſticall 'preheminencie and ſuperioritie of 
power. | Ergo,. they were Dioceſan Biſhops. The aſſumption is 

roved. Thoſe who were ſhadowed by ſeven ſingular Starres, were 

even ſingular perſons. But the Angels were ſo. Ergo. Againe, 
Thoſe to whom onely Chriſt did write, who onely bare the praite, 
diſpraiſe, threatning,in regard of what was in the Church amiſſe,or 
otherwiſe : they had Majoritic of power. above others, Bur theſe 
Angels are written to onely, they are onely praiſed, difpraiſed, 
threatned. Ergo.&c. 

Anſ. 1. In the two firſt ſyllogiſmes the aſſumption is denyed. 
Secondly, in the firſt dds norms the conſequence of the prop0- 
ſition is denied, Thar they muſt-needs ieforen Be ular:perſons. For: 
ſeven fingular ſtarres may lignihe ſeven Vnites, DH ſingular or? 
agercgative : ſeven pluralitics-of perſons who are fo united as-1f 
they were one. And it is frequent ir Scripture to note by a unity, 
2 united multitude. Thirdly ,the conſequence of the propoſition of 
the laſt proſyltogiſme is denyed. For though we ſhould ſuppole ſin. 
gular perſons writtento , yet apreheminencie in order and greater 
authoritie, without majoritic of power, is reaſon enough why they 
ſhould be written to ſingularly,and blamed, or praiſed above other, 
Thus the maſter of a Colledge, though he have no negative voyce, 
might be written to,8 blamed for the miſdemeanors of hiscolledg, 
not that hee” hath a power overruling all: but becauſe ſnch is-his 
dignirie, thar did he doe his endevour in dealing with, and perſwa- 
ding others , there is no diforder which he might not ſce redrefſed, 
Fourthly, againe the aſſumption may bee denyed: That they are 
onely written to. For though they are onely named, yet the whole 
Churches -are written to in them; the ſupereminent member of the 
Church by a Synecdoche put for the whole Church. For it was the 
cuſtomeiin the Apoſtles times,and long after , that not any ſmgular 

erſons, but the whole Churches were written unto, as in Pauls E- 
piſtles is manifeſt, arid in many. examples Ecclefiaſticall. And'thar 
this was done by Chriſt here,the E honemmct reſtitic. Lez every one 
btare bas the [wit ſpeaketh to the Churches. 

; The third Argument. 
| Thoſe whom the Apoſtles ordained, were of Apoſtolicall inſtitu- 
ON. Bur they ordained Biſhops. Ergo. The aſlumption 1s pro- 
| s E 3 Firſt 
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Firſt, they ordained Tames Biſhop of Icruſalem prone after 
Chriſts alſcention, Ergo they ordained Bilhops. This is teſtified 
by Eeſthins,liv.2, Hifto.cap.1. out of Clement, and Hege/iphys : yea that 
the:Church he fate in was reſerved to his time, lu, 7, ap. 19. & 32, 
This6ur own authour lerom teſty/reth, Catalog. Script. 64p0- ad her. 
66.:Chryſoft. tn Aff. 3. & 143. Ambreſ.. in Galith. 1.9. Dorothens tn 
Synaplts. Aug. contra Cri. ib.z. cap. 37- the generall Councell of 
Cont. in Teull tap. 32. For though hce could not receive power 
of order, yet they might give him ppwer of juriſdition, and aſl- 
Ggne him his Church. So thattheugh he were an Apoſtle, yet ha- 
uing aſingular afſipnation,and aying here till death,he might iuſt- 
2506 called the Bithor, as indeed he was. If he were not the Pa- 
or, whom had they for their Paſtor. | 

Secondly, thoſe ordinary Paſtors who were called Apoſtles of 
Churches in compariſon of other Biſhops and Preſbyters ; they 
were in'order and maioritic of power betoxe other. But Epaphro- 
ditns was the Apoſtle of the Philippians, zhough they had other 
called Biſhops. Chap. 1. 144 Ergo. The aGumption; that he is ſo 
called, as their eminent Paſtor, is manifeſt by authorities. lerom. i 
Pbi.z. Theod. and Chryſoſt. on the ſame place. Neither is ir like 
this ſacred appropriate name ſhould bee given to any in regard of 
meere {cnding hither or thither. Yea this, that be Þas ſent,did argue 
bim there Biſhop: for when the Churches had xo ſend any where 
they did uſually intreat their Biſhops. 

Thirdly, Archippus they inſtituted at Colofſe. Ergo. 

Fourthly, Timothy and Titas were inftituted Biſhops, the one of 
Epheſus, the other of Crete. Ergo. The Antecedent js proved 
thus. That which 1s preſuppoſed in their Epiſtles, is true. But 
ut is preſuppoſed that they were Biſhops in theſe Churches. Er- 
go. The aflymption proved. Thoſe whom the Epiſtles preſup= 
pole to have bad Epilcopall authoritie en rhem to bee exerciſed 
w thoſe Churches, they arc preſuppoled to have been ordained 
Biſhops there. But the Epiſtles preluppoſe them to have had E- 
+> ag authoritie given gram ro bee exerciſed in thoſc Churches. 

irg0.. The aſſumption proved. 1. If the Epiſtles written:to Ti- 
mothy and Titus, be the paternes of the Epiſcopall funRion, infot- 
ming them, and.in them all Biſhops, then they were Biſhops. 
Burt they. arc ſo, Ergo. 2 Againe, whoſoever preſcribing to. {= 
wotby and Titus their «utics as-governours in theſe Churches, doth 
preſcribe the very dutic of Biſhops,he doth preſuppoſc them Bi- 
ſhops. But Pav/ doth fo; For what is the office of a Biſhop be- 
fide teaching, butto ordaine and governe : and governe wich. Ga- 
gularitic of prebeminence,and maioritie of power in;compariſori of 
other. Now theſe are the things which they have in charge, 7#-1-5» 
K | 152m 
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1. Thg.22- 1.T77t.1.3.11.4 Tin. 2.16. Ergo. 3 Thoſe things 
which were written to informe not onely Timothy and Titus, but in 
them all their ſucceſſours who were Dioceſan Biſhops , thoſe were 
written to Dioceſan Biſhops. ' Burt theſe were ſo. Ergo, ro Dio- 
ceſan Biſhops. Now that Dioceſan Biſhops were their ſucceſſours, 
is proved. 1. Either they, or Presbyters, or Congregations. Not 
the latter. 2. Againe, Thoſe who did ſucceed thei were thcir ſuc 
ceffours. But Dioceſan Biſhops did. Ergo. The aſſumption 1s 
manifeſt by authorities. In Epheſus from Timothy to Stepbanns in 
the Councellof Chalcedon. And in Crete, ogy no one 1s read 
to have ſucceeded, yer there were Biſhops Diocelan. And we read 
of Phil Biſhop of Gortina the Metropolis. 4. Thoſe who were 
ordinarily reſident, and lived and died at thele Churches, were 
were there Biſhops. Bur 7imothy was bid abide here, Zitus to ſtay 
to carre& all things, and they lived and dicd here : For Timothy it 13 
teſtihed by Flegrfeppas,and Clement and Enſebius out of them,whom 
who fo refufc to beleeve, deſerve themiclucs no belicfe. , Ergoy 
they were ' there Biſhops, Againe , Icrom. in Cat. Ifidorus 
de vita & morte San&. Antoninus par. 1. Tit. 6. cap. 28, 
Niceph. lib, 10. Cap. 11. thefe doe depole, that , they lived 
and tlicd there. , Further, to prove them Biſhops. 5. Their fun= 
Gion was Evangelifticall and extraordinarie, or ordinarie ; not the 
firſt; chacwas to end. For-their funion as aſſigned to thelc Chur- 
ches, and conſiſting eſpecially in ordaining an iuriſdiftion , was 
not to end. Ergo. Aſſumption proved. 'That function which 
was neceffaric to the beeing of the Church, was not to end. But 
the funQion they had as being aſſigned to cerraine Churches, is ne- 
. ceſſarie to the beeing of the Church, Ergo.&c. 6 Finally, that 
which Antiquitic ind, agreeing with Scripture, is true, But 
they teſtific thar they were Biſhops, which the ſubſcriptions of 
the Epiſtles alſo afirme. Ergo. Euſcbius Lib. 5. Cap. 4. Dyo- 
nif. Arcopag. Doroth. in Synopfi. Ambroſe prazm. in 1. Tim. 1. 
Terom. 1. Tim. 1, 14. 2. Tim. 4- in Catalo. Chis Philip. 
I. Epiph. in Her. 5. Primaſ. prefar. in 1. Tim. 1. 1. Theod.prxfar. 
in Tit. O:cum. Sedulius. 1. Timorh. 1. as it is ſayd in the book of 
hiſtories. Greg, Lib. 2, Cap. 12. Theoph. in Ephel. 4. Niceph. lib. 


rD Cap. 34+ 
Anſwer . 

We deny the aſſumption of the ficit Sylogiſme, with all the in- 
ftances brought to proue it. 

Furſt, for [ames,we deny he was ordained Biſhop,or that it can be 
proued from antiquitie,that hc was more then other Apoſtles, That 
which Exſebins reporteth, is grounded on Clement, whom we know 
to bc aforged magnitigx of Romiſh orders, and in this ſtory he doth 
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ſeeme to imply, that Chriſt ould haue vrdeyned Frter, Johnand 
F:rmes the greater, Biſhops. Secing he makerh theſe to haue ordey= 
ncd James aftet they had por of Chriſt the ſupreme degree of dig- 
nitic, which theſc forged deceirfull Epiſtles of Anaclerus do plain- 
7 &y Secondly,: as theground is ſuſpeRed ; ſo the phraſe of 
e Farhers, Calling him the Biſhop of that Church , doth not imply. 
that he was a Biſhop propetly fo called. The fathers uſe the woods 
of Aþoftolt and Epiſcops amply,nor in their trit & formall propri- 
etic.Jerom on the firſtto the Galathians, and in his Epiſtle ro Dama= 
fiss , affirmerh rhat the Prophets and Iohn the Biſhop might be cal- 
led Apoſtles. So many fathers call Phillip an Apoſtle. Clem. 5.Conft. 
cap.7. Euſeb.lib.3.cap.nlt.-Tertul.' de Bapt. cap.'8. and others. In like 
manner they call the Apoſtles Biſhops; nor in proprietie of ſpecch, 
but becauſe they did ſuch things as Biſhops doe , and in remaining 
here or there made reſemblance of them. Thus Peter, Purl, lohn, 
Barnabas, and all the reft, are.by the Ancients called Biſhops. 
Obj. This is granted true, touching others, but not-inthis inſtance 
of Iames: becauſe it isfo likely and agrecable to Scripture, as well 
as all other Story; that when all che reſt- of the Apoltles departed 
out of Ieruſalem, he did ſtill abide with them even to death. An- 
{were , though this bee but very conjeRurall , yet it nothin 
bertereth the caufe here. It followeth not, Hee did abide wi 
this Church. Ergo, he was the proper Biſhop of this Church. For 
not abiding in one Church doth make a Biſhop : but he muſt ſo a- 
bide in ir, that he muſt from the power of his office,onely be bound 
to teach that Church : ſecondly, to.ceach it as an ordinary Paſtor of 
it: thirdly, to governe it with a power of juriſdigion, limited one- 
ly rothat Church. But James was bound to the reſt of the Circum- 
cifion by his office, as they ſhould from all the world reſort thither. 
Secondly , he did not teach but as an Embafladour extraordinari- 
ly fenr from Chriſt, and infallibly led by his Spiritanto all truth. 
rgo, not as an ordinary Biſhop. Thirdly , as the reſt inwhat Pro- 
vinces ſoever they reſted, had nor their juriſdion diminiſhed, but 
had power wanarowmmng þ as well where _ were not, as where they 
were; {o ir was with lames. This might happily make the phraſe 
to be more founded out of James , that he did in this circumſtance 
of reſiding, more ncerly expreſſe an ordinary Paſtor then any 
other. Its plaine, Anriquitic did hold them all Biſhops, and ga- 
therthem'fo to be , 4a Priori & Poſterrors < the Author de queſt. vet. 
C& nob. beſt cap. 97. Nemo jgnorat Epiſtopos ſalvatorems Eccleſtjs m- 
thituiſſe prinſquam ay Os mponens manus Apoſtolis , orilinavit cos 
in Epiſcopar. Neither did they thinke them 'Brthops 'becaute rhey 
received a limited jurifdition of any Church ; -but becauſe rhey 1 
were cnabled to doe all thoſe things which none but Biſhops could * 
regularly _ 
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3w48. :Itibro:be nord, fayth he, that 
kings of \Biſhops * for they did not 


an 4 th 
err rms gr A = ennA.s en ialfo.:Now wee mult conſter 
the ancients eminentlic and virtuallie to have 
ber dikogs, Gr we mak them'to-have been of this mind, 
That the Apoſtles. had as extraordinary lcgats moſt am- 


ple-paprer f. cachdry; drid furing:therets, as alſo the or- 
Gtry fect Dibops weed oing les tonhing ado; 
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eutumſelfe confuceth, ia Papith, and not 
mewn ig though while he doth ſtrive to have James both an 
Apoſtle and a Biſhop properly, himſclfe doth confirme * not a 


_— | 
Wherefore it will notbe a rable whewlortic reaſons why 
Ber were nor might bein both theſe callings. ' 
That which:mighr make'us'doubr'oÞ att their teaching and 
——_ is to be hifſed a for as a\moſt rous aſſertion. But to 
make amer, & fo any of tbem,haue both theſe offices in roprictic, 
- right make us doubt.Ergo.The affumpri6 proved thus. That which 
De ſer them in office ofteaching liable ro crrour;when they teach 
from one office, as welt as 5 nfuiby ce he rele efhn nfallj= 
ble diſcerning; whenthey teach from the other, thar mo ake' us 
ls &ro _ i #{l rey (teach and ——_ Bac 'this\.opmion 
ſo. The þ propoſition is, for 0ught Pſce; of eleEarie" 
_— Ap tion no lefle true. For if there bee any rule to di- 
reQ lames inifalliblie, as hewas formally the ordinaric Latin of Te. 
ruſalem,let us heaxe it : if there were none, may-norT queſtion,whic* 
ther all his teaching and writing wgre nor ubjc@'to errour. Forif” 
he taught them'as an-ordinaty biſhop} arid Err, wr mrtoe 
then certainly it might erre. If he di not tcach them'F6, Hot 
he not that he was ordained to, nei chot _ He 'Þf erly ain er 
-_ Noe ss , [but raught-as-an extraordi inary ks fladour from” 
Secondly, Thoſe officcs which « cannot beredlentiſed by one, but . 
the one myſt expell: ec never vn od fonjoy ned'in , 
rſdn,- - Bur-cheſe doe fo: E is manife 
.itis plain;non-caa be 4e6-etae I pul | 
rig, with infallible affitance, and 'unlimired 4 ion, but he is 
made le of bei nd-two one Church, reaching as An or- 
duparie nwich jurddiftion limited to'that one Church, A- 
gaine,one.canno ſooucr be cated _ this, bat at leaft the excr- 
ciſe cnc » that which i E rono endiis , 
not © to lain PPEe I: Bur 'r@give qne'an, of-; 
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had a hi i&>moreexcellerit power :of 'office, whereby to dog 
thoſe ſame things in the-ſame'Churchy is toh16 end. Ergo. 
, ObjeR.' But it will-be*deniced that arty other: of order ,or to 
teach and adminiſter ſacraments was given, then that hee had as an 
A 4g but onely juriſdition or right co this Church as his 
urcn, | 11% 
Anſwer. To this I reply, firſt, that if hee had no new-power 
of, order, he could ad an ordinaric Biſhop properlie and for- 
mally ſo called. Secondly, I fay. power of governing ordinarie was 
not needfull for him who had power as an in any Church 
where hee ſhould come. Oblet?. But'it was not in vaine, that by 
aſfignation hee ſhould have-right co refide in this Church - as: his 
Church. Anſwer. If by the mutuall agreement in which they 
were guided by-the'ſpirit,. it was thought. meer, that lames ſhould 
abide iy leruſalemy theee tending: both-rhe Church of the Towes, 
__ the whole circumciſion, as y by occaſion reſorted - thirher, 

en by vertue of his Apoſtleſhip hee had no lefſe right to rend 
thoſe of the circumcifion'by reſiding here, then the other had right 
to doe the ſame. in the Provinces through which they walked. 
Burt they did think it meer that/be ſhould therc .tend that Church, 
and with thaz Church all the, Circurncifipa), avihey occaſionally 
reſorted thereto. beg: - For though hee was: ed to reſide 
there, yer, his Apoſtolicke Paſtoxall care \was as lobnt and Fr- 
fcrs, towards the whole mulritude of the diſperſed Iewes, Galath, 
2. Now if it were aſliened to him for his abode, as hee was an 
Apoſtolicke Paſtor, what did hee need affignation under any o- 
ther title. Nay he could not have it otherwiſe aligned, unleſſe wee 
make him to ſuſtaine another perſon, viz. of an ordinary Paſtor, 
which he could not be whogid reccive no. duch. power of order as 
ocrdinarie Paſtors have. ; 11-81 6 2 

' Fourthly, That calling which hee could not exerciſe without 
becing much abaſcd, that hee never was ordained unto, as a 
poynt of honour for him. Bur hee could not exerciſc the callin 
of an ordinaric Biſhop, ' buc hee muſt bee abaſed. Hee mu 
< bound by office to, meddle with | authoritie and juriſdiQi- 
ble to errour. 


bur in one Cured s hee, muſt tcach as an ordinaric man liae 
rgo,, hee , was-neuer ordained ro bee a Biſhop 
propecia. If ir bee ſacriled 
of a Preſbyter ,, what is it to 


gee co reduce a Biſhop co the degree 
ringan Apoſtle to the degree of a 
Biſhop? True ic is, hee, might have been affigned to reſide con. 
ſtancly in that; Church without travelling , and bee no whit aba- 
ſcd : bur then be opalk kerpe there as Paſtor of it with Apoftolical! | 
authoritic , caring not for that Church, but the whole num- 


ber of the Icwet, which he might doc without travelling. Bee 
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& mho.fo keeped in that Church, , hee did nov need to gog 
RH as the reſt; for the Icwes from all parts come to 
Aim. But he coul.! not make his abide in it as an ordinarie teacher 
aqd zovernour, Without eo many degrees lower then hee 
was. For to live withoyt going forth, in the mother Church of all 
the world,as an ordinary paſtor, was much leſſe honour then ro tra- 
vaile as Peter one while into Afſyria,another while through Pon- 
tus Galatia, Birhynia, as an Apoſtle. Even as to fit at home in wor- 
(hipfull privar places leſſe honourable then to goe abroad as Lord 
Embaſſadour bither or thither. Honour and eaſc arc ſeldome bed- 
fellowes. Neither was Iames his honour in this circumſtance of the 
te, but in having ſuch an honorable place wherein ro exerciſe his 
Avpoſtolicke calling. As for that queſtion, who was their ordinarie 
Paſtor,it1s eaſily anſwered; Their Preſbyters, ſuch as Linus or Cle- 
222! in Rome, tuch as Ephcſus and other Churches had. James was 
their Paſtor alſo, but with cxrraordinary + authoritie. What needed; 
they an ordinaric. Biſhop, which grew needfull (as the favourers of 
the Hierarchie ſay) ro ſupply the abſence of Apoftles, when now 
they were todeceaſe? What needed then here an ordinary Biſhop, 
wherethe Apoſtles werc joyntly to keepe twelve yeares together, 
and one to reſide during his life, according to ,the current of the 
he Thus much about the firſt inſtance. + 
.* To the ſecond inſtance of Epaphraditus, and, the argument drae 
wen from ic. Furſt, we deny the propoſition. Forthad tome oxdina- 
tie Paſtors been ſo, tiled, jt might imply bur a preheminencie of 
gnitic in them above other : wherefore unleſſe this bee interſer- 
ted, itis unſound, viz. Thoſe ordinarie Paſtors, wbo are called Apo-= 
files in compariſon of othe;s , becauſe the Apaſdles did gave to them po+» 
wer of ordination, juriſtittion, and peerele/Je prehemanencie, hich they 
aid nat Five ta others, they are above others. Secondly, the aſſump- 
tion] as' falſc altogether : Firſt, that Epaphroditus was an ordinarie 
Paſtor ;- ſecondly, that hce was called an Apoſtle in compariſon of 
inferiour Paſtors of that Church. Obz. But the iudgment of /erom, 
Theodaret,Chryſaftom, is that he was. Anſw. the common judgement 
15, that he was an cgregious reacher of thcirs, bur further then this, 
any of the teſtimonics doe nor depoſe. Now ſo he might ber for 

E was an Eygngelift, andone whothad viliced'and Jaboured among 
them, and therefore might be called their reacher, yea an gs 
teacher, or DoQot of them. Nay, 9. Ambroſe doth plainly inlinu- 
ate, that hee was an Evangcliſt : PA he fayth hee was made their A- 
5s by the Apoſtle,while he ſeut him to exhort rhem,and becauſe 
bene was dcſircd of the people, Where he maketh 


nox;for 11 ccfidenge- amongtt them, bur for ths 
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Philippians, becauſe hee was a good man, not becauſe he was their 
ordinarie Paſtor. ſeromy reſtimonie'on this place doth not evince. 
For the name of Apoſtles and DoQors is largely taken, and as ap- 
pliable to one,who as an Evanyeliſt did inftrut them, as to any 0- 
ther. Theod. doth plainly rake him to have been as their ordinaric 
biſhop,but no otherwiſe then Timothy and Titsr,and other Evange- 
liſts are ſayd to have been biſhops; which how truc it is, in the nexr 
_ argument ſhall bee diſcuſſed. For cven Theodoret doth take him to 

have been fach ads en Breen ue as Thinothy and Titns were. 

Now theſe were as trucly called biſhops as the Apoſtles themſclves. 
Neither is the rule of Theodore to be admitted : for it is unlike that 
the name of Apoſtle ſhould be communicared then with ordinaric 
Paſtors,where now there was danger of confounding thoſe eminent 
miniſters of Chriſt with others, and when now the Apoſtles were 
deceaſed,that then it ſhotld ceaſe ro be aſcribed to them, Againe, 
how ſhall we know that a biſhop is to be placed in a citie, thac hee 
muſt be a perſon thus and thus (according to Pauls Canons) quali- 
fied: all is voided and made not to belong to a biſhop. For thoſe who 
are called bishops,were Preſbyters and no biſhops, biſhops being 
then to be underſtood onely under the name of Apoſtles & Angels. 
Thirdly,anriquitie dorh teſtific,that this was an honour to. biſhops, 
when this name was Eccleſiaftically appropriated ro them. But if 
they ever had been termed by the name of Apoſtley before,this had 
been a debaſing of them. Neither is there reaſon why they. ſhould 
be called Apoſtles. In juriſdition Apoſtolical the Apoſtles wetc 
not ſucceeded. Turiſdiion Epiſcopal they never exerciſed, nor had, 
and therefore could nvt be ſucceeded in ir. The Apoſtles gave to 
Preſbyrersthatwhich Chriſt gave them out of his power; even the 
power of ordinary govertiment. They' are bid 9/jeciysv, and 
Borxur,to feed, as well by government asdoftrine. They are bid not 
to play the Lords over the flock. What feare of tyrannie whete there 
is'no power of government? Bur lay authorities aſide, conſider the 
thing from the text ir ſelfe. Firſt, Paul ſeemeth bur occaſionallie 
toſend him, he having ; way 949 to have ſent Timothy, who as yet 


copld not bee erploye thought «t neceſſarie to Epapbro 
69.you. Sccondly:,.: hee doth. implie that: Epapbroditiy had nor 
feturned to thera ,-but that:be ſent.him; and:thar therefore he' was 
not the ordinary Biſhop of it. It is like, hee was but ſent rill Tio- 
thy might be diſpatched to them. Neither isit any thing probable 
he ſhould be called an Apoſtle,as their ordinarie and eminent Pa. 
ſor. ln-the Scriptarcs,none are laidto be Apoſtles farther then they 
in habitude to/fome fending them.: Nowthig it undoubred,'the 
Rhlippws had ſent ben Ba, Ix chan 1" 
6 $4Þ&* CALLE 
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things needfull Þhi,h you ſent by brm. Objc@. Bur ir is —_— that 
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- are ſufficiently contradiſtingui 
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Alled their Apoſtle, it is in regard he was ſent by them , which the 
Apoſtle pointeth ar in the next words, Þbo bath miniftred to me the 


this word appropriated to the Twelue, ſhould be uſed of thofe ſent 
civily. Not ſo, for while the+pcrfons ſending are fignified , they 
hed - it betng the Priviledpe of the 
Apoſtles , that they were the Apoſtles of Chriſt Ieſus, nor ſimply 
that they were Apoſtles. Secondly , lohn 13. It.is made common 
to all that are ſents. For though Chriſt meane it of himſclfe, yer he 
implies it by a diſcourfc,a _ ad ſpeciem, Thirdly,we ſee the like 
phraſe, z.Cor.8. the Apoſtles of the Churches. For Chryſoſtome there 
underſtandeth thoſe whom the Churches had ſent for that preſent. 
That doth nor hinder, they were ſent by Paul ro the Churches , 
therefore the Churches might nor ſend them with their contributt- 
ons. Neither is this an argument that he was their Biſhop, becaule 
their Church fenthim : for they ſent Apoſtles themſelucs and E- 
vangeliſts alſo wore ordinarily , it being their office to goe from 
Church to Church , for the edification of them. 
For the inſtance of Archippus I finde it not urged. 
Now to come to the laſt inſtances of Timotheus and Titus. 
Firſt, we deny the Antecedent, that they were inſticured Biſhops 
by Paub, 'And in the firſt profillogiſme we deny the Aſſumption :_ 
that the Epiſtles doe preſuppoſe fo much. And to the proſillogiſm,ten« 
ding to'proue this affertton denyed, we anſwer : firſt,to the propos 
Kridn,'by diſtinguiſhing the Epiſcopall authoritic , Which is conſi- 
dered both'in regard of that which is materiall,and in regard of the 
formall reaſon which doth agree to it. The Propſition is true, un- 
derſtanding it of authority in both theſe regards;thoſe who are pre 
ſuppoſed to haue had authoricy Epiſcopall given them, borh for the 
ſubſtance of it, and the formall reaſon which doth agree to it in an 
'ordinary Biſhop,rthey are'preſuppoſed Biſhops : bur this is denyed, 
For they are preſuppaſed'to hatic and exerciſe power Epiſcopall for 
the marcriall of it, as'Apoſtle9had alſo ; but not to hauc wr. EXCT= 
ciſe in that manner and formallitie which doth agree to a Biſhop , 
but which doth agree to an Euangcliſt, and therefore they arc bid- 
gen ro doe the worke of an Evangeliſt , to exerciſe all that power 
they did exerciſe as Euangelifts. Fhere 1s nothing that Paul writerh 
to-Timothy to doe int Epbeſas, or ro Titus Crete, which himſelfepre- 
ſent im perſ6n might'/not and would not have done. If we thoutd 
reaſon then thus : He who did exerciſe Epiſcopall power in theſe 
churches; he is preſuppoſed to haue been B1ihop in them. This pro- 
pPoſition'is not rrue, bat with limitation : He who exerciſed Epil- 
copall power after that formall manner , which doth agree to the 
office e of a Biſhop, be was Biſhop; but nor he who cxerciſcth che 
rw eco v3 powek 
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power ſccunduns aliam rationcm © modum-; viz. after ſuch a manner 


as doth agree io an Apoſtle. | , 
: To the ſecond inane procfe , oy denic the \propoſition., 
r 


If pattetnes for Billiops , then,, written tro Biſhops. The rea- 
(oat is , Apoſtles, - Evangeliſts , orginarie 'Paſtars , bave many 
things common in their adminiſtration. Hence is it, that the exam« 
le of the one may be a patterne to another , though they are nor 
identically,and formally of one calling. Councels haue enjoyned all 
Prei{byters to, bewell ſcenc; inj theſe Epiſtles , -as being parrernes 
for them, Fide Aug. De dottrin. Chrift.cap.16.libkg. | | 
_ To the third _ Who /0 prefer them their duties deth prÞ « 
þoſe the verie duties of Biſhops , bee doeth take them to hane beene Biſhops, 
The Propoſicion is yot truc without a double limitation. If the Ae 
poſtle ſhould propoſe ſuch duties of Biſhops as they in later times 
uſurped, he doth not therfore preſuppoſe them Biſhops , becauſe 
theſc arc dutics of Euangeliſts , agreeing to Biſhops onely by uſur- 
tion. Againe, ſhould he propoſe thoſe duties which, ſay they, 
the word doth aſcribe and appropriate to Biſhops, yer if he doe nor 
preſcribe them as well in regard of marrer as forme exerciſed by 
them, it will not follow that he doth rake them for Biſhops ; nor 
that Paxl doth propoſe the verie durics of Biſhops, both in ſubſtance 
and manner of performance. Secondly , wee deny him to propoſe 
for ſubſtance the duties of Biſhops. For hee. doth not bid bins Ore 
dainc, as Raving. further ſacramenrall power then other Miniſters , 
nor governe with power dire@iue and correRiye over others, This 
excecdcth the bounds of all miniſteriall power. Thirdly, 7imotbie 
15 not bid to lay on hands or doe any other a&,when now churches 
were conſtituted, but with concurrence of thoſe churches; /alvo un- 
wſemjaſquc Ecckfie jure, the Apoſtles did not otherwiſe. For though 
wrote to him alone,that was becauſe he. was occupied narone» 
ly infChurches perfcAly framed, but alſo inthe ereQing & framing 
of others. Sccondly,becaulc they were in degree and digniry aboue 
all other ordinary governours of the Church, which their Conſul» 
mag preheminence was ſufficient, why they ſhould be written ro 
alone. 
 Tothe fourth reaſon ; Thoſe things Þbich ere Britten to tnforme, 
ly Timotby and Titus, bus all thels fucceſſours, tbo ere Dioceſan 
1, thoſe Ivere Britten to Diaceſan. Bifnþs, Bug theſe ere dqErgo, 
[The Propofition is.not true, becauſe ut preſuppoleth that nothing 
written to any perſons, can informe Dioceſan Biſhops, , unlefſe the 
26478 ro whom it is written be formally in that ſcife ſame order. 
cr if one Apoſtle ſhould write to another-touching the duty Apoe 
ſKolique,it ought informe any Door or Paſtor whatſocver.Second- 
ly,we deny Dioceſan Biſhops are ( & jure) ſugceliours. As forthe 
; equivos 
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Caralogue which maketh all who are readBiſhops to haue 
| Diocefan,we ſhall ſpeake of then) hereafter. The Biſhops be- 
eween Timothy ard Stephanus in the time of the Chaleedom Councell, 
were not all of onecut:and there areno churches read in Crete which 
were not Congregations. There is no more to proue Phillip of Gor + 
#!m4 a Metropolitan, then to prouc Ignatius Metropolitan of Syria. 
For what.doth ſtorie rclate , bur that Phillip was amongſt other a 
Biſhop'of thoſe Churches which were in Crete. There are many 
Churches in England, a Miniſter of which Churches is ſuch an one, 
that is one Miniſter amongſt others of thoſe Churches. To that of 
their reſiding there and dying in theſe Churches. Firſt,the propoſiti- 
on is not neceſſarie. For as James might reſide exerciſing an Apoſto- 
licall inſpeQion in a particular Church ,. ſo might theſe exerciſe an 
Euangeliſticall funAtion how long ſoeyer they reſided. Secondly,the 
afſumprion-will not be found true for ordinarie conſtant refidence 
neither in Scripture nor fathers. For 73mothie, though he be cxhor- 
ted ro ſtay at Epheſus, yerthis doth not argue it,that he was enjoyn- 
ed ordinary reſidence. For firſt it was a ſigne he was not Biſhop, bee 
cauſe Paul did exhort him, for he would well haue known,he might 
not bcing their ordinary Paſtor leate them , further then the more 
important good of the Church ſhould occaſion, 2. He js bid ro {ta 
there, not finally, but till the Apoſtle ſhould.come to him , 4: 
though he: might be delayed,it is plain he then intended. So Titus 
is placed in Crete, not to ſtay there, and ſet downe his reſt), bur 


17190bopbdobes, further to ſer, at it were ,' and excdific the fa. 
bricke, which Paul had brgunne, - God gaue Ceremonies 


pruxe! X&/p0v Sropbuaws Atgbwors, is not euer acorrceAing of any 
thing amiſſc,bur a ſetling every thing right, by creRing the ſubſtance 
foreſhadowed. Burt ſay it were correcting, it were bur ſuch a correc- 
tion as one might Cerformie in tranſitu, with a little longer ſtay , 
though not ordinary reſidence. ByScripture the contrary is manifeſt. 
For firſt, it is not like that ot + was placed Biſhop after Pauls 
being at Rome;for when Pul ſaith he prayed him, whE now he was 
ving to Macedonia, to ſtay ar Epheſus, he doth intimace thac when 
Bo lefe him they. were there both rogether. Secondly , when 
he wiſhed him co alide there , he had a meaning to come unto 77- 
mothy thither where he left him , fo as at leaſt to call on him, and 
ſce the Church. But Paul atter his parting from the Preſbyrers 
knew he ſhould neve: ſee the Epheſians more. AF. 20, If wee 
{ay he doth foretell it for likely, ſo wee may lay, that of wolues 


ariſing was , and call all inro queſtion. Neither is it likely, but that 
ecares would hauc broke his heart, and made him yecld in the 


pace ories of his ſpcech , had not his ſoule been diviaely per- 
iy & Thixdly,hc had no mcaning when he left themioc 


onſtiture 
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Timothy'to be their Biſhop 2: for he wauld nat have 0mit3ed.{uch-an 
argument of conſolation to hearrs.(o hicavic.) Norbedoth not men- 
tion any (ach purpoſe when he did write to them his-Epiftle. - He 
tellech Churches uſually when himſelfe hath meaning to ſee them, 
or to ſend others. Fourthly', Timothie was with Paul while be was 
m binds at Rome,as witnesthole inſcriptions. af rhe, Epiſtles to the 
_—_ and Philippians ; _ Timotby was fo with him, as to bee 
imployed by him\ſen t forth;and returne to him, which is manifeſt. 
Phillip.2. If he were after this placed in Epheſus, yer he was not pla- 
ced to be reſident, for in the end of the Epiſtle , he doth bid Tims- 
thy come to him, and bring Marke, that they might miniſter to him. 
Againe when he did write the 2 Epiſtle, 7imothie was not Epheſus, 
' for he doth bid him ſalute Aquzla and Pricuile and Onefiphorus. Obj, 
But is like t heſe were at Epbeſis, for their Paul left Aguils and Prie 
Ma. They came occaſionally,they did not fixe there ,. which Chry- 
foftome allo judgerh. And the houſe of 'Onefepborus, Bernard: taketh 
it, was at Icomum in Lycaonia , ſo thar it is like he was in his na- 
tive countrey at this time, even Iconium, Liſtra, Derbe,which hap- 
pily is the cauſe why the Scholaſticall ſtorie doth make him Biſhop 
of Ly(ſtra,becauſe hither he was laſt ſent. He was ſo here; as that the 
Apoſtle did but fend him to fee them, for hee biddeth him come 
before winter. Beſides, there are many probabilicics hee was nor at 
Epbeſus, for he ſpeaketh of it through the Epiſtle,as a place now re- 
mote from him. Thos knoweſt bat Onefipborus did for me at Ephe- 
ſus, not where now thou are. I baue ſent Tychins to Epbeſus, not 
to thee, to ſupply thy place while thou ſhalt bce abſenr. 
Finally , after Puules 2 he did not returne to Epheſus , but by 
common conſent went to 1-bhnthe Apoſtle , and very hctle before 
his death came to Epheſus,if ever. As for the Fathers therfore in this 
int, if they teſtifie ordinarie reſidence, which they doe nor, wee 
fiws libertic to renounce them ; but they teſtifie onely that he re- 
mained in that Church , becauſe his ſtay was longer there then 
Euangeliſts did uſe ro make,and he is thought to haue ſuffered mar- 
ome there. So for Titus, when Paul lent him to Crete to doe 
that worke is uncertaine ; but this.is certaine, it was before his wri- 
ting to the Corinths the ſecond time , and going ro Rome. This 
likewiſe,that Paul was then in travelling,& as it is like beingin the 
parts of Macedonia did meane to winter at Nzcopolis. When he did 
write the Epiſtle he doth ſhew it was not his meaning that Titus 
ſhould Ray there, for he doth bid him ro mcet him at Nicopolis, 
where he meant to be as ic is likely, but Titus comming did not meet 
him there bur at length found hica in Macedonia, whence Paul did 
ſend him to the Corinthians, wy God for bis promptneſſe even o 
[2 


bis own accord to be amployed ano em, 2.Cor.8.16. which oy 
cw 
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thiwhe had not been made an ordinarie Biſhop any where.We find 
that he did accompany Perl at Rome, 2.7m. 4. 10. and when Put 
writ his ſecand Epiſtle ro Timothy , he wasiin Dalmatia. 'Whence 
;Hquines doth thinke him to haue been Biſhop of that place. Where- 
tore ive thinke him that will be carried from ſuch rcſumpttons , 
(yea manifeſt monty) by Hegeſippur,Clemens,and hiſtoric groun- 
ted on thern, to be too much afte&ed to ſo weak authors, and wiſh 
not credit with him, who counts him unworthy credit,that will nor 
tyecare what ſuch men ar 169% 

' Touching the _ that followeth. That ether their funifton has 
Fuangelifticall aud extraordinarie, or ordmarie. But their funtti1n as a 
jrened to thoſe Churches was not extraordgnary. We deny this afſumpri- 
on, with the proofe of it. That the funttion that theſe exerciſed as afe 


to certain Churches ( theſe two by name) Ibas neceſſary to the bein 
r; the Church: The reaton mand omen were aftigned to doc hols 


mgs which'are to be done for ever in thechurch after a mare tranſ- 
cendent manner; viz.as Euangeliſts ; and affignation of them ro doe 
thofe things in certaine Churches after this manner, was not nc- 
ceflarie to perpetuate the being of rhe Church. Afſignation to hur- 
ches eo doe the work of ordinaric Paſtors-is indeed neceffaric : not 
aſſipnation'to doe the worke of Evangcliſts. 

X Fo that Gnall teafon , what antiquity doth teſtifie agreeing with 
Scriptures is tfuc, and ſo to be raken. Whar they ſpcak ſo agfecing, 
chat 1t-is virtually conteyned in them, ard, may Yightly be teduced 
from them , is to be beleeved and received by a va faith. But 
what rhey ſpcake not Pouy contradiQed, but yet no way included 
may be admitted fide Þumana , 1f the fit(t relators'be well qualified 
witneſſes. Bur what they ſpeake from ſuch as Clement and Hegpeſtp- 
pur, it is in effcR of light creduliry. A'cortiipr conſcience bent'ts 
decline is glad of every colour which'it, miy pretend to'juſtific it 
ſelfe in declyning. | Lee ON | 

To the aſſumption we anſwer. What doe not ſome ancicnt enough 


— 


call Timothy ? Ambroſe faith he was a Deacon one while , a Prejbyter 
' another while,and in like ſenſe a Primate and a Biſhop. ' Lyra proverh 
him from many authorities ro hauec been an Atch<biſhop, and Titus 
a Prieſt. Beda caller tim an Hpoſtte. Bur ro pithet on theſc;that he 
way in proprictie of peroral theſe, were abſytd, Obj. L,but they 
call him Biſhop on'other grounds,” becauſe affigned td this Church. 
Anſ; They $i fool Biſhop becauſe he was aſfipned ro this Church, 
not enely to teach, bur alſo to GI Deacons Prefbyters., For 
whereſocver they found this done,and by whomfocver,chey did call 
I 


chet Biſhops, 4s'I noted betore _ Occynitg. The'farhers therfors 
ntay be Well Enſtttyed caltingthefe' BUBops,tuzuft rh rake forie 
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and ordaine,, and doe in theſe Churches all ſuch things which Bi- 
ſhops in theirrime uſed ro doe, Bur that he was aotan Buangeliſt , 
and wore then, an ordinazy Biſhop they doe not deny. Salmerou 
For yy his 4 Dypmiorics on b, P48-405. 6 * mp quod 
fuerit m Epiſcopus, etiamſi ad tempus mes av or pre- 
dicaverit EEO | 90 ns quidem bocant eunt F vr Noth 
Finally, ſhovld they inrigour and formall propriety make kim an 
ordinarie Paſtor , from the firſt time. F4u/did write to hirn, ordina- 
rily” reſident ro his end ; they ſhould teſtifie a\thing, as T 
hope I banc ſhewed, contrary to Scripture, yea contrarie to that 
text which maketh him ro hauc done the worke of an Evangeliſt. 
As for the ſhew from the Subſcriptions we haue ſpoken ſufficiently. 
' Now to ſhew that they were not properly abt Firſt, we haue 
ſhewed that they were but fubeogaron todo thoſe proc ifto- 
 palldutics a while, but were not there fixed,to make their ordinary 
abode. Therfore not Biſhops properly. Secondly,they who did the 
work of an Euangelift in all that they did,did nat perform formally 
the worke of a Biſhop. But thefe did (o. As is vauched of Thmo- 
thy, Doe the borke of an Euangeliſt. Frgo. The Propoſition is pro- 
ved.If an Euangeliſt & Biſhop cannot be formally of one office,then 
the at of an Evangeliſt, and the a&of an, ordinarie Paſtor or Bi- 


ſhop cannot þe formally oac, For when everie thing doth. agere 
me 


ecundum qaod aft eft, thoſe, things which are, not the, 

{am mh worke and cffe& cannor.. be. formally the ſame. 
But the Evangeliſt and the ordinaric Paſtor or Biſhops, are not for. 
mally che ſame. Ergo. The aſſumption the Apoſtle proverth, by 
that diſtin& enumeration of. thoſe whom Chriſt gaue now aſcen- 
ding,by the work of the Mipiſteric to gather aud build his Church. 
For as an A is diſtinguiſhed from a Prophet ,,a Prophet from 
an Evangeliſt, io an Evangeliſt from an ordinary Teacher. , | 
Objef. Bur it may be ſaid , they were not diſtin, but that the 
ſuperiour contained the inferiour, and Apoſtles might be Euange- 

liſts properly, as Matthew and Jobn were. | 
Aſs That former point 1s to be underſtood with a grainc of 
ſale. The po pergur commune the inferiour virtually fond cinentls 
in as much as they.could doe gltiors $amen ratione, what the infert« 
our did. Thi ; 6 Rollers .By rhar formallic the power of all, 
other oy pies which the Apoltle ts falſe, My Lord chicfe Iu- 
ſtice of England is not formally a Conſtable. As for the latrer,truc, 
an Apoltle might be alfo a penman of the Goſpell, but thismaketh 
ngr MA FOPEs then.an Apoſtle , but doth per accidens, 

the 
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.uſtrious and fruitfil] ia that regard then anather. 'Sd' Marke and 
Luke was not therefore Euangeliits becaule they did write the Goſ- 
pels, for then none ſhould hake been Evangelifts thar had nor writ- 
ten, but in this regard they were more renowmed then other. Cue- 
{tome hath to prevailed, faith Aſaldonate in his Preface on Matthew, 
that we call thera, Euangeliits ,,, ( >#2;. the: Writers of the Goſpels 
whom the Scriptures never call Euangeliſts, Theſe Euangeliſts 
* ſpeakerh of were given at Chrifts aſcenfion, but the firſt writerof 
the Goſpcl, being an Apoſtle, was at teaſt eight yeares after. Se- 
condly, they were adiftin@ order of workemen fromthe Apoſtles, 
bur two of the penmen of the Goſpels were Apoſtles. Thirdly , 
tacy were ſuch as by labour of miniſterie (Common for the generall 
of ut toall the other) did gather Saints, .and build Chriſts Bodie, 
Now writing the Goſpell was not a labour of Miniſterie common to 
Apoſtles, Prophets, Euangeliſts,Paſtors, but the publiſhing of it. + 
ole degrees which Chriſt did diſtinQly giue to otherſome, and 
otherſome, thoſe he did not giue conjoynedly to one and the ſame 
[=—"0g But theſe callings he gaue-to ſome one, to others another. 

ſe;he muſt haue ſaid,he gaue the ſame men to be Apoſtles and E- 
Yaggen0s the ſame to be Euangeliſts and Paſtors. Ergo. 

; t Calling whick is not compatible with rhe Callin of an E+ 
nangchiſt,thar Paul never annexed toan-Euangeliſt. Bur the Callin 
of a hop is ſuch. For a Biſhop is tycd to a particular Church. The 
Calling of an Euangeliſt is a Calling whereby one is called to the 
worke of the Miniſterie, to gather Saints, and edifice, Chriſts body , 
without any limitation to any particular Church. Ergo, Faul never 
annexed the Calling of a Biſhop to an Evangeliſt. .-. 

The Calling of an Evangeliſt is notzggmrte the Goſpcll , 'nor to 
preach it ſimply : for then every Miniſter of the Word ſhould be an 
Fuangelilt. Bur this doth diflezence them , to. preach i: withour li- 
mitaripn or aſlgnation to any particular church.ThusPhiltp,thus all 
thoſe who were the Apoſtles helpers, working the work of the Lord 2 
ya ll eo of whic rs lome ——_— - the time of 

| 5s the. Emperour, as Euſcbtss reporteth, Euſeb.hiſt.ls. 5 .cap. 9. 
BY ., alyngwherby I am = calledta publiſh the ofoclink- 
Hur xing my {clfe in any; certain place;and a Calling which binderh 
during lite to fertle my felfe in one Church, are incompatible. | 

Laſtly, chat which would haue debaſed Timothy and Titus, that 
Paul did not put upon them. But to haue brought- them from the 

onour of ſcxving the Goſpell, as Collaterall companions of the A. 
"Paltles,ro be ordinary Paſtors, had abaſed them. Ergo,this to be or- 
dihary Paſtors Paul did not put upon them. Obj. The aſſumption 
1s denyed , it was no abaſement. For. before they were but Pre(- 
by ters, and afterward by impoſition of hands were made Biſhops, 

| G 2 Why 
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why hnhd oy cortnncnptiiiega "brands ;-'and 2 new ordina- 
tion, if they did mor:rettnieanordinagice we meane if they 
were.not admitted irito ordinary furftions by «= rrp of hands. 
I anſwer, This denyall with att whereon tt is builded is grofle :For, 


to bring them from'a Superioue order'to an Inferiour, is to abaſe 
them... But the Euangglifty office was {uperiour ro Paſtors. Ergo. 
The afſutpptionipsoved.: Firft, Every office'is fo much the greater , 


- by bow much the power of iv is of: armpler exrenc and lefſe reſtrai- 
ned. Butthe: thfts power'of teaching and governing was il- 
limitted., Ergo: The aflumprion proved. re ever an Apoſtle 
did that part-of /Gods worke which belonged to-an Apoſtle; there 
an Evangeliſt might dog that which. bdvlonged'ro him. Bur that 
part of Gods work which d to an Apoſtle he might doe any 
where, without limitations Ergo, Sceondly, Every Miniſter b 

how much ue doth more 'appretitbatets the Bigheft , by ſo muc 

he 15 ngÞur.Duc the co ns,&0rdadjutors'df the Apoſttes,were 
neerer then ordinarie Paſtors; 'Ergo. Who'tre'next the King, in 
his Kingdome, but thoſe who'are' Regis Corites. ' The Euangelifts 
were Comites of theſe Eccieſiafticall Cheiftairies. Chyyſoſtome doth 
cxpreſly ſay on Epbefi.4. "That the Enangeliſts in' an ambulatatic 
courſe ſpreadetip the Goſpelt , wore aboue any Biſhopor Paſtor 
whichreſterh in acertain Church. Wherefore to make them 'Pref- 
byrers is a weake conceiee, For , every Preſbyter ( properly fo 
called ) was conſtitured:in a certain Church ro doe the work 'of the 
Lord im. a certaine Church; But Euangeliſts were not , but to doe 


the worke.of the Lord in any Church as they ſhoutd be occafio« 
ned. Ergo, agg Pec yters properly fo called, Now, for 


their ordination geccived none as the DoQor conceiveth, 
but what hee hed from tha hand of the Apoſtle arid 'Prefby- 
ters, when now he was taken of Aawhto be his companion. For no 
doubt but the Church which gauo himag ony , tid by 
| her Preſbyters concurre with Paul in mi! ie at office, 
Obj. What,could they lay on hands with the Apoſtles,whi _ 
could not, and could they enter” one into an extraordinary% 
Anſ. They did lay on hands with the Apvfttes , as ir is cxpteſly 
read, both of the Apoſtles andthems.  Tt'18 one+ thing to uſe preca= 
toric impoſition, another to uſe miraculous impofition, ſuch as che 
Apoſtles did , whereby the extraordinary gifts of the Holy Ghoſt 
were conferred. In the firſt, Preſbyters haue power. ' Neither is 
ut certaine , that Phillip could not haue impoſed hands , and giv 
the Holy Ghoft. For though he could, he might chooſe in wilz2pm 
for their greater confirmation and edificarion to let that bee done 
by perſons more eminent. Finally,irapoſition of hands may be uſed 
a promoting and ſetting one forth ro an cxtraotdinarie office. 
Go | For 
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For every extraordinarie office is not attended with intmediate vo- 
cation from God. As the calling of Evangeliſts, though exrraordi- 
narie, was in this unlike the calling of Apoſtles and Prophetrs.! Se- 
condly,men called prove may be promoted to the more fruit- 
fall exercife of their immediate and extraordinarie callings by 
impoſition ofhands from their inferiours, as Puxl and Barnabas 
were. Howſocver,it is plaine,that Timethie by impoſition of hands, 
was ordained to no alling, bur the calling of an Þvangelife For 
that calling he was ordained'to, which he is called on by Paul to ex- 
erciſe, and fully execure. But hee is called on by him to doe the 
work of an Evangeliſt. Ergo, that calling he was ordained to. 

That work which cxceedcrth the calling of an ordinarie Biſhop, 
was not put upon an ordinarie Biſhop. Bur Tit«s his work did fo: 
for it was to plant Preſbyrers rowne by rowne through a Nation. 
Ergo. For the ordinarie plantation and erc@ing of Churches to their 
due frame,exccedeth the calling of an ordinarie Biſhop. Bur this ' 
was Titus his worke. Ergo. Biſhops are given to particular 
Churches when now they are framed, that they may keepe them 
winde and wether tight, they are nat to lay foundations, or to exe, 
dific ſome imperfe@ beginnings. Bur ſay Titus had been a Biſhop: 
he 1s no warrant for v1, re. Biſhops, but for Primares,whoſe au«- 
thoritie did reach through whole Ilands. Nay,if the Do@ors rule 
out-of Theodoret were good, it would ſerve for a Biſhop of the plu. 
ralitie cut. For it is fayd he placed Preſbyrers citie by citic,or rown 
by towne, who are in name onely Biſhops, bur not thathee placed 
Angels,or Apoſtles, any part of it. He therefore was the ſole Bi- 
ſhop of them, the reſt were but Preſbyters, ſuch as had the name, 
not the office and government of Biſhops. 

Finally, were it granted that they were ordinarie Biſhops, and 
written to doe the Kors that Biſhops doe, yet would it not bee a 
ground for their majoritic of _ in matter facramentall and ju- 
riſdiQion, as 1s aboue c_ 

Aft Argument. 

The Miniſters which the Church had generally and perpetually 
rhe firſt 300. yeares after Chriſt and his kpoſtles, and was not or- 
dained by any generall Councell,were ppmmins wh of Apoſtolicall 
inſtirutron. Far the Church ever had Dioceſan Biſhops in ſingu- 
laritie of preheminence during life, and in maioritic of power of 
ordination and juriſdifion above others,and theſe not inſtituted by 
etall Councels. : Ergo. The propofition is plain bet by /u- 
in de Bapt. contra Donat. lib. 4, & Epiſt.118. and by Tertul. Conſtat 
4b f+ her traditum quod apud Eccleſias Apoſtolorum fuit ſacroſan+ 
fum, For who can thinke that all the Churches generally, would 
conſpire to aboliſh the order of Chriſt [> ca by the Apoliles, and 
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ſer up other miniſters then Chriſt had 'ordained. +'Fhe afſumprion 
is plaine : for if the Church had Metrcopoltans ancient- 
ly, and from rhe —— as the Councell of Nice .teſtifieth, 
much more Biſhops. For Dioceſan Biſhops muſt be before thew, 
they riſing of combination of Citics and Diocies. And the coun- 
ccll of Epheſus teſtiticth, the government of thoſe Biſhops of Cy- 
prus,to haue been ever fromthe epeeacroring rothe cuſtom 
of old received: Yea that the attempt ofthe Biſhop of Antioch,was 
againſt the Canons of the Apoſtles. Again, Cyprian doth teſtifie,that 
long before his time, Biſhops were placed in all provinces. and Ci- 
ties, beſides the ſucceſſion of Biſhops from the Apoſtles times: for 
they prove their original] ro haue been in the Apoſtles times, Nei- 
ther were they inſtitured by any generall Councell. For long be. 
fore the firſt generall Councell,we read Mctropolicans to have been 
ordained in the Churches. Yca /erom himſclfe 1s of opinion,that no 
Councell of after times, but the Apoſtles themſelues did ordaine 
Biſhops; for even (ince thoſe contentions wherein ſome ſaid, I am 
Pauls, others, Iam Apolttos, they were ſet up by generall decree : 
. which could not be made,but by the Apoſtles themiclues. And in 
Pſal.44- be maketh David to propheſic of Biſhops,who ſhould be ſer 
up as the Apoſtles Succeſſors. | 


| Anſwer. 

Firſt,we deny the propoſition. For firſt;this doth preſuppoſe ſuch 
an afſiſtance of Gods ſpirit with the Church, that ſhe cannot gene- 
rally take up any cuſtome, or opinion, but what hath A iolicall 
warrant, whereas the contrary may be ſhewed in many inſtances, 
Keeping of holy daycs was a generall praQiſe ome the Chur- 
ches,betore any Counccll enacted it, yet was no. Apoſtolicall tradi- 
tion.Socrat.lib.5.cap.22. Evangelium nou tmpoſutt boc,ut dies fefts obſer - 
bentur, ſed homines w/s ſuts quique locks ex more uodam introduxerunt. 
Taking the Euchariſt faſting, the faſts on wedneſday,and Saturday, 
faſting in ſome faſhion before Eaſter, ceremonies in Baptiſing, the 

overnment of Mctropohtans were generally reccived before any 
Counceleſtabliſhed. | 
- 2 Itdoth preſuppoſe, that the Church cannot generally conſpire 
in taking up any cuſtore, if ſhe be not led into it by ſome generall 
proponent, as a generall repreſentative Councell, or the Apps , 
m_ were Occumenicall Doors, but I ſce no reaſon for ſuch a pres 
umprtion. TY 

3 This doth preſuppoſe, that ſomething may bee which is of A- 

{roltcall authoritic, which neither dircaly nor conſlequentlie 15 
included inthe word written. For when there are ſome cuſromes 
which have been generall, which yet cannot bee grounded in the 
word WIitcn, it is neceſſarie by this propoſition, that ſome things 
: may 


> 
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may be in the Church having authocitie Apoſtolicall, as bring deli- 
veced by word unwritten. For they cannot haue warrant from the 
the Apoſtles but by word written or unwritten. To the 04 1k 
 weanſwer : That of TertuBian maketh not to the purpoſe, for hee 
ſpeaketh of that which was in Churches Apoſtolicall, as they were 
now planted by them, which the ſentence at large fer downe will 
make cleaxe. Si con/tat id bonum quod prius, & id prius quodeſt ab mu- 
tioch initio quod ab Apoſtolis pariter utig conſtabit ideſſe ab Apoſtols; 
traditum quod apud Biclfias Apoſtolorum fucrit ſacroſanttum. Touch- 
ing Auſtin! rute,we would ask what is the meaning of theſe words, 
Nom flip Apoſtolica authoritate traditum refti/Jume creditur. If they lay 
his meaning is, that ſuch a thing cannot bur in their writings be de- 
livered,they doe pervert his meaning, as is apparent by that, Conf. 
Don.lb. 2.27. Conſuetudinem ex eobrom traditione bententem,facut 
mult noninveniuntur in lterts eorum, & tamen quia cnſtodiuntur per u- 
niverſam Eccleſuum, non - niſs ab ip/is tradita & commiendata cre- 
duntur. And we wiſh them to ſhew from Scripture what they lay is 
contained init. If they yeeld, he doth mean as he doth of unwrit- 
ten tradition, we hope they will nor 1uſtife him in this; we will take 
that libertic in him , which himſelfe doth in all others, and giveth 
us good leave to uſe in his ewne writings. Now count him in this 
ro wer Traditions, as ſome of the Papiſts do nor caulcleſly make 
this rule the. meaſuring cord,which doth take in the eas of all 
traditions : yet wee appeale to Axſtines judgement. otherwhere, 
who though by this rule hce maketh a univerlall Ire not 
begun by Councels, an argument of Divine and Apoſtolicall au- 
thoritie , yer dealing againſt Donariſts, Lib. 1. Don. cap. 7: hce 
fayth, he will not uſe this argument, becauſe it was but humane 
and uncertainc,ve dear bumanis argumentis ilud probare, ex Evangelis 
profera certa documents. 

. Wee anſwer to the aſſumption two things: Firſt, it cannot bee 
proved, that univerſally there were fuch Diocclan Biſhops as 
2urse For in the Apoſtles times it cannot bee proved , that Chur- 
ches which they planted were divided into a mother Church, and 
ſome Parochiall hurches. Now while they governed together in 
common with Preſbyrers , and that but one congregation, they 
could not bee. like our'Dioceſan Biſhops. And t ough there bee 
doubrfull relations,that Rome was divided under Evariſt us, yet this 
was not common through the Church. For Tiypartite ſtory teſtifi- 
eth, thar till the rime of Segomen, they did in, fore parts continue 
together. Trip. hiſt. lib.1.cap.19. Sccondly,. thoſe Buhops which 
nomore but one Deacon to hcelpe them: in their muuſteric ro» 
ward their Churchcs,cthey could not be Dioceſan Biſhops. Bur ſuch 


an many parts the Apoſtles planted,as Epiphanaus doth ao" Ergo. 
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Thirdly,fuch Countries as did uſe to have Biſhops in villages and 
fircle towns;tould not have Dioceſan: Biſhops. Bur ſuch theve were 
after the Apoſtles-times in Cyprus and' Arabia; as Sotom. mn his '7, 
book,cap.to. teſtifieth. Ergo, Divceſan <A Tc never ſo u- 
niverſally received. Secondly, Biſhops came to bee' common by a 
Councell, fayth Ambroſe, Profpiciente Con:itio. Amb. in 4. ad Eph. ot 
by a Decree pafhng through the world : tote orbe decretums oft, ſayth 
ferom ad Evag. which is to be conſidered, \nor- of one Oecurnenicall 
Corncel},bar diftriburively,iri that Tingular Churches did in their 
Preſbyreries decree, and thar fo,that one for the moſt pare followed 
another m\ it. This gnferpretative,though nor fIrmaliter, is a generall 
decree. But to thinke this was a decree of Pauls, is too too abſurd. 
For beſides that the Scripture would not have omitred a decree of 
ſuch importance, as tended to the alreration of and conſummation 
of the frame of Churches begun through all the world, How could 
Terom (if this decree were the Apoſtles conclude that Biſhops were 
aboue Preſbyrers, mags conſuetudine' Ereleſie, then Dommice diſpoſe- 
tiont veritate. If the .do exceprt,that cuftome is here put for - 
oftolicall inſtitution; let him pur in one for the other, and fee how 
well it will become the ſenſe. Let Biſhops know they are greater then 
Prieſts,ratber by the Decree of the Apoitle,then by the truth of Chriſts di- 
ſpofition. Is it not fine,that the Apoſtles ſhould be 'broughr'in as op- 
poſlires,facing Chriſt their Lord? Andthis concluſion of Jerom doth 
make me think thar derretum eft imported nor more, then that'tt was 
cook up in'time for cuſtome through the world. - Which rs ckegant- 
Iy ſaidto'be a decree, becauſc cuſtome groweth in time to obtaine 
dim legi,the force of a decree. But Ambroſe his place is plain, Proſþi- 
 eente Cicitio,he meanerh not a councel held by Apoſtles. For he ma- 
kerh this proviſion by Coficel to hauc come in, n-now in Epyp* 

. & Alexandria,Preſbyters according to the cuſtome of thar Church, 
were not'found fit to ſucceed each other, but they choſe'onr of their 
preſÞyrerirs'men of beſt de{crt. Now to Heraches and Dony/rns, ther 
were a faccefſion of Preſbyrers in the Church of Alexandria, as Eu- 
febius and Yerom both affirme. Wherefore briefly, ſeeing no fuch u- 
niverſall cuſtome can be proved, all the godly fathers never conſpi- 
red ro aboliſh Chriſts 'inftirutron, Secondly,could a'cuſtornehave 
vailed with all of them, whom! we have'ro'Conſtantines rimme, yet 

xt night enter atid ſteale upvn rhem through humaine frailtic,” xs 
theſe errours in doArinedid upon many otherwiſe godly and faith- 
full Martyrs : the rather becauſe the alteration was ſo Intl 'at the 
firſt,and Ariſtocraticall government was ſtill continued. Thirdly, 
ſay,they had wittingly and willingly done it through the world, 
they bad not c6fÞtred, becauſe rhey might haue deemed fuch power 
11 the.Charch, and thetnſclves to dove nothing but what _— 
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jieh! Chritts good bhiy he. edificap 

Rect, Partbris of this cauſe, ate at this day of this iudgement,' 

thar ifit were but m Apatolicdl1nſtrrution;as' Apoſtolien] is cHrra.) 
ey thi baſe ut if rhe Apoſtles 


diſtinguiſhed ro divine, - toht ch 
4d ena this order, as Legars and Etnbaſfadors of Chriſt, then is it 
02 theirs,bur Chriſts own inſtititioy! Whit an Embafſador fpeak- 
eth as an Embaſſadour, it.is principally from him that ſent him: 
bur if they who were Le ates, did not bearing the perſon of Legats, 
dar of ordinary Eccleſiaſtjcall govermours,decree this; then it is cer- 
caine, Church governoutrs may alter wwithour treaſonable conſpi« 
ring againſt Chriſt, ; 
As for thoſe proofes, that. Biſhops have been throughout all 
Churches from the beginning, they are weak. For firſt, che Coun- 
cell of Nice uſcth- qa" agxas-n0t /impiiciter but ſecundum quid,in er+. 
der-happily 40 that tive wherein the cultome began,which was bet- 
ter. known to them then to us: the phraſe +s ſo uſed, AF. 15. B.in 
reſpeR of ſome things which bad not continued gas # vw They 
nhot meane the Apoſtles times, for then Mectropolitans 
ſhould have aQuallic been from the Apoſtles time. Second- 
lie,” the phraſe of the Councellof Epheſus, is likewiſe xquivo- 
call; fot they bave reference to the fathers of Nice, or at leaſt 
the decrees of the fathers, who went before the Councel] of Nice. 
For 'thoſe words being added, definitiones Nicene fides, Teerne to, ex- 
plaine the former, Canones Apoſtolorum. It is plaine the de- 
cree of the Councell dotb alcribe this thing _ tO an- 
cient cuſtome, no lefſe then that of Nice, Conſtantinople 
and Chalcedon , and therefore cannot riſe to the authoritic of 
ſacred Scriptures, Let him ſhew in all antiquitie where ſacred ſcrip. 
tures are called Canons of the Apoſtles, Einally,if this phraſe note 
rules given by the Apoſtles, hen the Apoſtles rthemſclves' did ſet 
eut the bounds of OOO and Annoch, Ags-for the authoritie' of 
Cyprien, he doth teſtihe what was Communiter in his time, Biſhops 
ordained in citics; not waiberſaliter, as if;there were no citic but had 
lome. Secondly, he ſpeaketh of Biſhops who had their Churches 
included in Ciries,not maezethen' might meet together in one, to a- 
ny cofamon delibaragzons. They bad no Diocclan Churchos, nor 
were Biſhops whohad majoxitic of xulc over, their Preſbyters, nox 
ſole power of ordination. As for the Catalogue of ſucceſſion, it is 
ans tior quem phgne; Rome can recite their ſucceſſouts. Bur be- 
caulce it hath had Biſhops, Ergo, Ocepmenicall Biſhops is noconk- 
quence, All who are named Biſhops in the Catalogue, were not of 
one cut,and in that ſence we 6ontsavert. -, 
' Touching that which doth improve, their being Ter arg: by a- 
ny Councell,it is very weak. For though Wee read 0 = ameniry 
ouncel, 
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might be, and the roport-not come to us. Sex 
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this, that Biſh 


of fromthe Ng, DEEINS | 
ſ; v og rerolagy ner ; att ever- contrary this: for he doth not uſe 


thoſe words.in propricticebut by way of alluſion; otherwiſe if hee 
didthink the Apoſtle had publiſhed this decree,when the firſt to the 
Corinths was written,. how can he cite teſtimonies long after writ= 
ten,to prove that Biſhops were not inſtituted in the Apoſtlestime, 
but that they were ordained, by the Church jure Ecclefiaſtico , whim 
the time ſerved for ir. F 


The foxt Argumentt 
tary as even at this day are in the reformed Churches, ſuch mi. 
nifters are of Chriſts inſtitution. But- miniſters having ſingulari- 
tic of prcheminence and poy 
the - Superintendents ih 


er above others, are amongſt them; as 

| manic. Ergo: Aufw: The aſſumprion 

a$ utrer y,denied. For in > yg in Germany are nothing like 

our Biſhops : they are of the ſame d with other miniſters, they- 

arc onely Pretidents while the as laſterh-;- when it is diſſolved, 

ner 0000) : they have no prerogative over their fel- 

low Miniſters; they are ſubje&to the Preſbyreries, Zepp. hb. 2. cap. 

10.þ48-324- The Synod endcd,they returne to the caco of their par- 
ticular Churches. , 


The ſeventÞ' Arpament; 

If it were neceffaric that while the Apoſtles lived there ſhould bs 
ſuch Miniſters as had preheminence and maioritic of power above: 
others, much more after their departure, ' Bur rhey thought it ne+ 
ceſſarie,and therefore o—_—_ Timothy and Titas, and other -A« 

ſtolicke men furniſhed with fach Ergo, much more after 

eir departure. MAvſw. The afſumption is denied , and former! 
diſproved : for they appointed no ſuch Apoſtolick men with Epil- 
copal power,in whuch they ſhould be ſucceeded, 
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Such Minifters as were in the Apoſtles times not coneradifted by: 
them,were lawfull.' For they would not have held their peace, had 


they known unlawful "Miniſters to have crept into the Churches, 
But there were befare Tobus death-in ay aacbes a ſucceſſion 


of Dioceſan, Biſhops, as in Rome, Linus, Clemens, at Ieruſalem 
Non Simeonas Antioch, Evedisrat Alexandria, S.Adark,, 4nienus, 


Ave Affumprion is denigd + fortheſe Biſhops wee be 
b ra he IE STE bh, refs 


, Top, DREP Bifhopsbe lawfull: 
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Preſbyrers,Paſtors of one congregation ordinarily meeting, gover- 


ming with common conſenr-of their Preſbyreries. If they were af- 
feQing our Biſhops majoritie, they were 4n Diotropbes fufficientlic | 


contradifted.. 
The ninth Argument. 


Thoſe who have been ever held ofa higher order then Preſby. 
ecrs,they are before Preſbyters in preheminence, and majoritie of 
rule. Bur Biſhops have been heldin a higher order by all-antiqui- 
tie. Ergo. The aſſumption is manifeſt : Inthe Councell of Nice, | 
Ancyra, Sardica, Antioch miniſters are diſtinguiſhedrto three vr- 
ders. Jgnatiut,Clemens in his Epiſtle tro [ames, Diony/ſ. Areopag. de 
Celeſt. Hierom. cap. 5. Tertull, de ficgs tn perſecutione, & de Baptiſ- 
Mo. Ignatius doth oftenteſtifie it. No wonder, when the ſcripture 
it ſelfe doth call one of theſe a ſtep ro another, 1. Timoth. 3. 13. 
Cyprian. Lib. 4. Ep. 2. "Counc. Ephef, Cap. 1. 2. 6. Yea the 
Counccll of Chalcedon counteth 4t fſacriledge, te reduce a 
Biſhop to the degree of a Preſbyter. This Hierome himſclfe 
confirmeth, ſaying: That from Marke to Heraclas ard Dy- 
ony/rus, the Presbyters did ſer a Biſhop overt them in higher de- 


gree - | 
Anſwer. 


The Propoſition is not true in regard of maioritic of rule. For 
no Apoſtle had ſuch power over the meancſt Deacon in any of the 
Ghurches, But to the Aſſumption wee -anTwer by diſtinfion. 

An order is reputed higher, either becauſe intrinlecallic it 
hath a higher vertue, or becauſc it hath a higher degree of dig- 
nitie and honour. Now wee deny that ever antiquitie did "8; 
the Biſhop above his Presbyters to Hee jg a-higher otder then 
a Presbyrter, further rhen a higher order. doth 'ſignific an order of 
higher dignitie and honour, T&ps or Belbues prtyions TIMHG » 
as the Councell of Sardica ſpeakerh. Which is further proved : be- 
cavſe the fathers did not hold a Biſhop to differ from a Presbyrter, 
as Presbyter from a Deacon. For theſe differ gayere proximo; Ng þ. 
borius: Duacont ſt ad minifterium non ad facerdatiayy Vocari. But a Bi- 
ſhop differeth fram:a _— as from one,who hath the power 
of Pricſthood.no lefle they himſclfo ,- andtherefore.tho difference 
betwixt thelc;-muſſt bee circumRantiall, nor-ſo effentiall as betwixe 
the other. Thus Biſhops and Archbiſhops are divers orders of, Bi- 
ſhopsnor that ne exceedeth the ather;as a power of bigher vertuc, 
but higher gnitie chen then ghe -other,.,, More __ There ; 
may-be a difference: krygradga.cky $13 þ Fr Wy 
Exuitie... 3: in. Dighitct6'« ie 08 pine: ion, The: 
fuſt diffecence is not berweene a Bio. ——_ —* 
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1 Of the Prioritieand Power 
cordingts the common tenent of antiquitie,or the Schoole, but on. 
ly is maintained by ſuch as hold the Charater of a Pricſt aud Bi- 
» inwardlie. diverſe one from the other . 'For a4 a Biſhop differ- 
eth not in power and degree from an Archbiſhop. Becauſe nothing 
an Archbiſhop can doc, as confirming, conſecrating Biſhops, &c. 
but a Biſhop can doe alſo. So neither doth a Preſbyrer from a Bi- 
ſhop., Obietf. Bux tbe Prigſt cannot ordaine a Preſbyrer, and con- 
ficme as the Biſhop doth, and therefore diffcreth poteftate gradus. 
To this I anſwer, that theſe authours, meane. not this difference in 
power (de ſundamentali & remots poteftate, ſed arapliata , emmediata, <£ 
1m attu borum effettuym produftiva) as if-.Prefbyters had not a re- 
mote and fundamentall power to doe thoſe things : but that the 
hauc not, before they be ordained biſhops, their power fo enlarged, 
as to produce: theſe cffeRs aQuallic.: As a boy hath the generative 
facy}rie while he is a child, which he hath when he ts a man, bur yer 
it.j$ not in acbild, free from all 1mpediment, that it can-aQtually 
beget the'like.” Bur this is too much to grant. For the power ſacras 
mentall in the Prieſt, is an aQuall power which hce is able to 
performe and execute, nothing defeQiue in regard of them, further 
then they be with-held Hos Ha excrciſc of it. For that cauſe which 
ſtandeth in compleat aQualitie to greater & more noble cfteRs,hath 
an inferior & leſſer of (Depame kind under it alſo, unlefle the appli- 
cation of the matrer be intercepred. "Thus a preſbyter he hath a fa- 
ramental power ſtanding it! ful/atualitic to higher ſacramental ac- 
tions, & therfore cannot bur have theſe inferior of confirmation antt 
orders in his power,further then they are excepted & kept from bee 
in applicd to him. And thetfore power facramentall cannot bee in a 
Presbyter,as the generative facultic is in a child, for this is inchoate 
onely, and imperfe&, ſuch as.cannot produce thateffeRt. The pg- 
' wer of the Pricft is complear.  Scecondlic, I fay, theſe arc no ſacta- 
menrtall ation Thirdlie, were they, yor as much may bee ſaid'to: 
ove an Archbiſhopa diſtin order from a Biſhop, as to prove a 
esbyrer and 'Biſhop/differing in order. For it1s-properto him 
out of power to gerierate a Biſhop, other Buhops laying: on hands, 


no othetwiſo then'P1 «re {aid to doe;where they ioyne with 
their Biſhops. Ifthatyute-(tand hot mujer ad mmors, - nor yet equatis 
6b equali,l marvcl how Bi beget Biſhops equal, yea ſupeti-' 


ot rothem,as in e8fecrating the 'LordArchbiſhop,8& yer a et 
may not ordain a ptesbyter. Ir doth nor ſtand withtheir Epiſcopal! 
raajoritic;thas the rukc rms "urges ſhould 
hold hece/ inthe exetciſc oftheir power. Thoſe who age in one order, 
oy GENE t ee) nes a nom the Pricſts 

power: e hoy might all! Doe) incence;'and 
makointertbliock ey ape ere renee koljofholics 


* Hlwd't God 
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God did except and appropriate to the high Prieſt the type of 
Chriſt. Pricſts would haue reached to this power of interceſſion 
in the holy place , or any a& of like kinde : but that God did not 

ermit that this ſhould come under them,or they intermeddle in it. 

hus by humane law the Bifhop is greater in exerciſe then the 
Pricſt. For though God hath not excepted any thing from the one 
free to the other, yet commonly confirmation, ordination, abſolu- 
tion by impoſing hands in receiving Penitents, confecrating Chur- 
ches and Virgines, bauc been referred to the Biſhop for the honour 
of Prieſthood, rather then any neceſſity of law, as Jerome ſpeaketh. 
Finally, in dignicy, thoſe may differ many wayes,who in degree are 
equall, which is granted by our adverſaries in this cauſe. Yea, they 
ſay, in amplitude of juriſdi1Qion,as in which it 1s apparant an Arch=- 
biſhop exccedeth another. But were it manifeſt that God did giue 
Biſhops Paſtorall power through their Dioceſſc,and an Archbith op 
through bis Province , —_ but when he viſiteth, this would 
make one differ in order from the other ; as in this regard. 
Euangeliſts differred from ordinary Paſtors, But that juriſdiftion is 
in one more then another, 1s not cſtabliſhed , nor hath apparencie 
in any Scripture, : 

To the proofes therefore I anſwer brictly : the one may be a ſtep 
to the other,while they differ in degrees of dignitics, though eſſen. 
tially they are but. one and the fame order. In this regard it may 

iledge-to reduce one, from the greater to the lefſer,if he haue 
not deſerved it. As for that of Icrom 1t is moſt plain, he did meane 
no futther order, but onely in rcſpeR of lome Thicke wherewith 
they.inveſted their Biſhop , or firſt Preſbyrer, as that they did 
mount him-up ina higher ſeate , the reſt fitting lower abouthim , 
and.gaue him this preheminence, to fit firſt , asa Conful in the Se 
nate, and moderate the carriage of things amongſt them : this Cel» 
ſoori grads ;,_ being nothing bur his honourable Toedpia , not im- 
portirig ſole authoritie. For by a Canon of the Councill of Laodi- 
cea, we finde that the Biſhop had this priviledge to fir firſt, though 
Preſbyters did rogether with him enter, and fit as Ludpes of equall 
commiſſioni For though Deacons ſtood, Preſbyrers Kid alwaics ſit 
b circutty Epifeopt. SIE | 

*-f'3}fa 1; LL tw ti.is $40 10 Argument. L | 

'Tf ' Biſhops be that which '4aron, and the Apoſtles were, and Preſ- 
x hos ans pre which the Prieſts, and the 7z Diſciples were , then 
the 'one are aboue the otherin preheminence and power. Bur they 
ace ſo; See Terom to Vepotiars. Ergo. 


ad if» 2 ; 
If Biſhops 8&c. and Preſbyters, be that which the ſonnes of A- 
raaud the 72 were, then there are different orders &c. To theſe 
H 3 may 
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may be added/a third. That which Moſes and the 70 Seniors were , 
that are the' Biſhops and Pre e (57A ifſt,for the propoſirjon ir ts 
not true, for firſt of Agro aud his ſonnes, they were not orders dit 
ferent eſſentially in their power, but onely in degree of dignitie, 
whereinthe-high Prieſt was aboue others. For every Prieſts power 
would haue rcachedtto that a& which was referved to the highPrieſt 
onely. Befides, when the high Prieft was deceaſed or removed , the 
other Prieſts did conſecrate the ſucceſſour, as Sedock, Finally , thc 
enc-had for ſubſtance the ſame conſecration that the other, neither 
badthe high Prie& any maiorite of dire@iue or corretiue power 
over others. Sothe Apoſtles, and 72, will not be found different 
in order; and therefore thoſe who reſemble theſe cannot be conclu- 
ded to beof divers orders. For the Apoſtles and 72 , differ no more 
then ordinary meſſengers who are tmployed in aſet courſe, and ex- 
traordinary {ent by occaſion onely : They were both meſſengers, 
the Apoſtles babits and abidingly , the otherin a@ onely, and after 
atranſitoric manner. 

Againe, had' Aaron and his fonnes been divers orders, differing 
efentially iu the inward power of them , yet is not the propoſition 

. true, but with addition in this wiſe. Thoſe who- are idenrically 
and formally that which Aaron and the Apoſtles were, and thar 
( which his ſonnes, and the-72 were, they differ ind eſſentially , 
notthoſe who were this analogically by reaſon of fome imperfeR 
reſemblance. For things may be ſaid to be thoſe things wherewith 
they haue but imperfe& ſlimilitude. In this ſonſe onely the propoli- 

« Hons true. 

Now to come to the aſſumption. Firſt , touching Agron , wee 
deny any Biſhop is as Aaron by divine Inſt itution , or by perfe FF 
militude anſwering to him. But becauſe Aaron was the firſt and 
high Pricſt, others inferiour : ſo it hath pleaſed the Church ro imi- 


rate this pollicic, aud wake the Biſhop, as it were Promuns Fre/dyte- 
ram or Ants/titem in primo ordine, Pceſbyrers is » Whence 
Biſhops may be ſaid to be that which Arow was through the Chur- 


ches ordination, which ſhe framed, looking to this patterne of go- 
vernment which God himſelfe had ſer out in the old Teſtament. 
The fathers call them Aaron and his ſonnes onely for fore come , 
monanalogic , which through the ordiqance of the Church aroſe 
betwixe the Biſhopand Prefbyters, aud them 5 aud. conceiuether 
to be ſo by humane accommodation, not by divine inſtitution. Bur 
that they were ſo pr ſucceeding them as orders of Miniſterie 
typified by thera by owne appointment , this the fathers nc- 
ver thought. Chriſts pricſthood, no mans , was properly typified 
n Aarone | Fe, are 5-40 
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So touching the other part of the aſſumption. That Biſhops 
and Preſbyters are what Apoſtles, and the 72 were. The fathers, 
many of c em,infiſt in this proportion ,. that as the Apoſtles and 
72 were teachers, the one in a higher, the other in an inferiour or- * 
der ,.fo Biſhops and Preſbyters, were by the Churches ordinance. 
Thisis the fathers phraſe, to call them Apoſtles,whoin any manner 
reſemble the Apollics,to call them,as Ambroſe. Prophets, Euangeliſts,. 
Nuftors, Doftors,. who reſcmbletheſe , and come in ſome common 
analogie neereſt chem , Moſes and the 70 Seniors , who in any ſort 
reſembled them. Now the aſſumption granted in this ſenſe ma. | 
keth-nor againſt us. For they might be ſaid theſe, if there were bur 
diverſe degrees.of digniry amongſt them , though for power of 
order by Gods inſtitution, they were all one. But ſome ſtreyne it 
further, and take it, that Chriſtiinſticuting thoſe two orders ,. did 
in ſodoing, inſticute Biſhops and Preſbyrters, the one wherof ſuc 
ceeded the Apoſtles , the other the 72 , and that thus the Fathers 
take it. To which Lanſwer, Firſt, in generall, this analogic of A- 
poſtles and 72, is not pony Qed by them all. Tgnatius ad 
CO dicit Apoſtolis __ —_ e, Diaconos 71, —_ 
Clem. lib. 2. Conſt. cap.30. ſaith , That Biſhops anſwer to the 
Father, Piefbyters to Chriſt, Deacons to the Apoſtles.. Jerom doth 
manifeſtly make Preſbyters ( whom hee alſo calleth by name of 
Biſhops in that Epiſtle, where ltce- maintaineth the Preſbyrers- 
dignity ) ſucceſſours to the Apoſtles. The like hath Cyprian , 
Apo los id eft Epiſtopos & prepoſutos, that is, ordinss -ratione prepoſitos 
mimnorum Eccleſtarum , as Auſtin ſpeaketh, clſc it: ſhould bee all 
one with the former: when hee maketh the Preſbycer as well as 
the Biſhop to be ordained in: the Apoſtles. Finally,.theſs Fa- 
thers who take the 72 to hauc beene Apoſtles, as well as- the os 
ther ,.',.could. not imagine this 67 repos of diverſe or- 
ders ſer upin them. Secondly , if Chriſt in theſe inſtituted thoſe 
other , it muſt bee one of theſe waies. Firſt, hee did make 
theſe not onely Apoſtles , but Biſhops, and ſo the 72, not one- 
ly his mefſengers for the time , bur. Preſbyters alſo, Oc, ſecondly, 
elſe hee did ordaine theſe as he did raine Manna ,- noting and pre- 
09:0 aw fy type, 4 further thing which hee would worke : 1i2. 
that He would inſtitute Biſhops and Preſbytcrs for Teachers ordi- 
nary it tis Church : bur both theſe are gatis ſpoken , without any 
foundation or reaſon. For the firſt, we haue ſhewed that the A- 
poſtles. could not bee Biſhops ordinarily ;: nor yet the calling of 
theſe ſeventic two ( which was: to goe through all Cities Evange- 
lizing ) ftand with ibrrere, Proflinios being given to Chains 


dl LxxAnobay, and there fixed. Neither can the latter be true: for 


che, 
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$2 Of the Prioriticand power 
then Chriſt ſhould hauc gjuen a Sacrament, wherr he ordained his + 
Apoſtles, and ſent forth his 72. Secondly, the type or the ſhadow 
15 lefſe then the thing typified, the ſubſtance'of it. But the giving 

Apoftles was 2 greater thing then giving ordinary Paſtors. Ergo. 
Thirdly, I ſay, that Chriſt did never ordaine that any ſhould fuc- 
ceed the Apoſtles,or the 72,in regard of their order. There is a dou- 
ble ſucceffion, in gradum, or mCaput , as the jurifts diſtinguiſh. I» 
| v4 eundem , as when one brother dying , atiother brother dorh 
ucceed him in the inheritance. '1n caput , as when one not of the 
ſame degree and line deth come after another, .as when a brother 
dying another doth inherite after him, not a brother, bur a coſin to 
him. Thus the Apoſtles haue no ſucceſſors ſucceeding them gn gra- 
dum, but ſuch onely as follow them, being of other degrees, and in 
another line, as it were, in which fort cucry Paſtor doth ſucceed 
them. Bur then they are ſaid to ſucceed them, becauſe wor follow 
them, and afrer a ſort reſemble them , not becauſe they hold the 
laces which the Apoſtles did properly. Apoitolo in quantumeſt A- 
poſton now ſucceditur , Legato quatenus e ja per nou ſucceditur. 
ourthly, that the Preſbyrers doe as perſons of a diverſe order ſuc- 
ceed the Apoſtles no leffe fully then any other. Firſt , they wuſt 
needs ſucceed them who are {ſpoken to in them , whoſe duties are 
laid downe in that which the Apoſtles received in cotmmandement, 
But the Preſbyrers were ſpoken to both in the Keyes, in the Sups 
r, in the commandement of reaching and baptizing. Ergo, Preſe 
yters muſt needs ſucceed the Apoſtles. Secondly,thoſe whom the 
Apoſtles did inſtitute in the Churches, which they had planted for 
their furrher building them up, they were their next ſucceſſors. But 
the Apoſtles did commend the Churches to the care of Preſbyrers 
who might build chem up, whom they had now converted. Ergo, 
theſc were their ſucceſſors moſt proper and immediate. Thirdly, 
theſe ro whom now taking their farewels they reſigned rhe Chur- 
© Ches, theſe were their ſucceſfours. Burt this they did co Preſbyrers, 
Paul now never to {ce Epheſus more Af.zo, Peter neere death, 
1.2.5.2, Ergo. TION: if one Paſtor or Minifter doe morc 
pevper'y refemble an Apoſtle then another, it is becauſe hee hath 
lfome power Apoſtolique more fully conveyed to him then to ano- 
ther. But this was not done. Ergo. The aſſumption is manifeſt : 
for. Firſt, their power of teaching and miniſtring the Sacraments 
doth as fully and properly belong to the Preſbyter as to any, unleſlc 
we count Preaching not Sceltaty connexcd to a Preſbyrers office, 
but a Biſhops; or at leaſt that a more rudimentall preaching belongs 
to a Preſbyrer, the more full and exat reaching being a propriatc 
to the Biſhop, which are both too abfurd, Secondly, for govern- 
ment, the Apoſtles did no more giue the power of government to 
one 
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onettn to another. Ob. This is denyed, for the Apoltlesare ſaid 
t0 haut kirpt che power of ordination, and the coerciue power in 
theicown-bands,& to haue commurted theſe in the end onely to A- 
pokoligque men as: Timothy, Titus, who were their ſucceſſors ſuccec- 
ding thera in it. Anſe A notable fitionm:for it is moſt plain by Scrip+ 
ture; that ordination,power of deciding controverſics,cxcommunt- 
cation; were given to-Preſbyters,and-not kept up from them; they 
thould otherwiſe. baue provided ill for. the Churches which they 
left to their care. Secondly, if the Apoſtles did commit ſome or- 
dinary power of government to ſome men aboue others , in which 
regard t ould be their ſucceſſours, then the Apoftles did nor 
onely enjoy as Legates power over the Churches , but as ordinaric 
Miniſters. For what power they enjoyed as Legates, this they could 
not abis Legare. Power as ordinary Paſtors in any Nations or Chyr- 
cbes they never reſerved', and thetefore did never ſubſtitute others 
to themſclues in that which they never exerciſed nor enjoyed. And 
it isto be noted, that this oplnzon of Epiſcopall ſucceſſion from 
the Apoſtles is grounded on this , that the Apoſtles were not onely 
Apoſtles, but Biſhops in Provinces and particular Churches. For 
the Papiſts themſelucs urged with chis, that the App hauc none 
ſucceeding them: they doe conſider a double reſpe@ in the Apo» 
ſtles,, the one of Legates, ſo Feter, nor any other could haue a ſuce 
cefſour, The other of Biſhops Orcumentcall in, Peter, of Biſhops 
National orDioccſan,as in ſome other. Thus onely conſidered,they 
grant them to haue other Biſhops ſucceeding them : For the Apo- 

_ ſtolick power preciſely conſidered , was Provelegium perſonale /emul 
cum perſona extinftum, Now we haue proved that this groundis fal{&; 
and therefore that-ſuccedingthe Apoſtles ,, more appropriate to Bi- 
ſhops. then other Muuiſters grounded upon it, is falle allo. | 
- Laſtly, the Preſbyters cannot be ſaid ſucceſſors of the 72. For 
firſt, in all that is ſpoken tothe 72, the full dutie and office of a 
Presbyter is not laid dowae. Sccondly,it doth not appeare that they 
had any ordinaric power of preaching or baptizing and miniſteriug 
che other Sacrament. For they are ſent, to Evangelize, to preach the 
C_ but-whecher from power of ordinaric office,or trom com» 
miſhon and delegarion _ for this preſent occaſion it is doubtful, 
Thirdly, it is not read that they ever baptized, or had the power of 
— adminiſtring the Supper given tochem: Yea, that they had neither 
miniſteric of Word or Sacraments ex officts ordenario, ſeemeth hence 
plainez Thar the Apoſtles did chooſe rhem to the Deacons care, 
which was ſo cumberſome that themiclues could not tend the mini» 
ery of the Word with ic, much lefſe then could theſe not having 
iuch extraordinaric gifts as the Apoſtles had. Fourthly,if rhey were 
{er Miniſters, theu were they Evangeliſts in deſtination, For the at 
| Bah * enyoyned 
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4 
_— chem, is from Citie to Citie, without limitation to Fuan« 
gelize 3 and after we reade of ſome,as Phillip, that he was an Euan- 
x the ſame is in Eccleſiaſticall ſtorie teſtified of ſome others. 
us we Preſbyters ſhould ſucceed Euangeliſts thoſe Apoſtolique 
men whom the Apoſtles conſtituted Biſhops, and by conſequence 
be the true ſucceſſours of the Apoſtles. Theſe Euangelifts ſucceeded 
them by all grant,we ſucceed theſe. Finally, Armec doth take 
theſe 72 to haue been ordinary diſciples, in bis 7 Boak Armenicarans 
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Thoſe who receine a new ordination are ina higher degree in a 
new adminiſtration and a ar But Biſhops doe ſo. Ergo. 
wer: | 
The propoſition is denyed : for it is ſufficient to anew ordinati- + 
on that they are called to exerciſe the Paſtorall funQion in a- new 
Church where before they had nothing to doe. Secondly, I anſwer 
by diſtin&ion, a new-order , by realon of new degrees of dignity , 
this may be granted :. but that therefore iis a new order, 'thacr 
is, having further miniſterialt power in-regard of the Sacraments 
and juriſdiQion given it of » is not true, -Hath not an Arch- 
biſtiop a diſtin& ordination er conſecration froma Biſhop ? yet is 
hee not of any order eſſentially differing, The truth is, ordination, 
# it be looked into, is but a canonicall ſolemnity which doth noe 
collate that power Epiſcopall ro the now- choſen , but onely more 
folemnly and orderly promotes him-to the exerciſe of ir. 
r2 Argument. | 
Thoſe Miniſters whereof there may bee but one onely during 
life in a Church , they are in ſigularity of preheminence abouc o- 
thers. But there may be but one Biſhop, theugh there may be ma» 
4 other Preſbyters, one Timotbre, one Titus, one Archippmes , one 
broditus. Ergo. For. proofe of the aſſumption. Sce Cornelins, 
as Euſibins relarerh his fentence , /tþ. 6. c4p. 43. Conc. Nice. cap. 8. 
Conc. Calced. cep.4. Po as in vits Auguſtine. Jerom. Phil. 1. ver.1, 
Chryſoſt. Amb. Theod. Occumen. And ifuch was Biſhops prehemi- 
nence, that Preſbyters, Deacons, and other Clerkes, are ſaid to bee 
the Biſhops Clerks. | | 
Anſwer. 
| Tanſwerto the Aſſumption. there may be faid ro bee but 
ene Biſhop in order to other Coadjutors and Aſſociates with in the 
ſame Church, It may-be ſaid , there muſt be but one Biſhop in or- 
devto all the other Churches of the Cities. Secondly, this may be 
affirmed as ſtanding by Canoen,or asdivineinſtirution. Now the aſ- 
ſumption is true, onely by Law Ecclefiafticall. For the Scripruse is 
. hid to have placed Preſbyters who-did Suprintrnudgre, A. 20. and 


that 
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there were Biſhops at Philippi. True it is,the Scripture doth noe 
inguifh how manie of the one fort,nor how mariy of the other, 
becauſt 16'doubr for the number of the Congregations, '& une. 
Preſbyter labouring in the Word, or two, the one coadjutor to 
other might be placed. Secondly,ir is teſtified by Epzphantxs,that or- 
dinarilie all Citics but Alexandria had two. Thirdly, lerom on 1. The. 
3- doth ſaic,tharnow indeed there may be but one Biſhop, meaning 
Canonicallic , tnaking a difference twixt the nt time and time 
Apoſtolique, Fourthhe, Auſtm;did not kuow it was unlawfull:Yea 
he'did ondlie in regard of the decree of Nice account it ſo. £p.110. 
neither did Church or people ever except againſt the contrary,but as 
a poirit againſt Canon,which might in lome cales be diſpenſed with, 
as the ſtorie of Narciſſus, and Alexander, and Ltbertus , and Felx 
doth more then manitet.For though the people of Rome cried our 
one God, one Chriſt , one Biſhop, yet they yecelded at their Empes 
rours ſuite, wheras had it beenathing they had all rhought ro haue 
beer! againſt Chriſts inſtitution,they would not haue done. ide Soz. 
hid. 4-cep.14. Fiftly, leroms peerele er, is nothing but Conſul- 
like preſidence aboue others; fer this he pleaded for, writing againſt 
Tobinian yb.1 . amongft the Apoſtles themſctues, that ſchiſme mighc 
be avoided, Wherfore we y $a the concluſion in this ſenſe,that the 
Biſhop jare bumano, bath a ſingularity of preheminence before 0. 
thers, as by Ecclefiaſticall law there might be bur one onely Arche 


biſhop. 
13 Argument. 

Thoſe who had pecrelefſe power abouc others m ordination and 
juriſdition, they were ſuch as had preheminence and majority of 
rule over others. But the former is due to Biſhops. Vnleſle this {in- 
tie of power were yeelded, there would be as many ſchiſmes 
as Prieſts, Ergo. The aſſumption proved. Thoſe Þho hauea peculiar 
power of ordination aboue others, they are in prebeminence and power be- 
fore others. But Byſhops have, Ergo,they arc in &c. The aſſumption 

+ That which was not in the Preſbyrters of Epheſus and Crete 

fore Timothy and Titus were ſent,but inthe Apoſtles,and after in 
Timothy and Titus and their ſucceſſours,that is a peculiar of Biſhops. 
Bur ordination was not in the Prefbyters,&c. _— The aſſumpri- 
on'proved. Thatwhich theſe were {ent to doe, Preſbyters had noc 
power to doe. It was therefore in them, and ſuch as ſucceeded 
them , the Biſhops of Epheſus and Crete. Againe , the Scrip- 
tures Councels, Fathers, ſpeake of the ordeyner as one. Ergo, 
it was the peculiar right of the' Biſhop, and the Biſhop one- 
ly.' Hee 'onel by on was puniſhable for irregularitic in 
| !  And- Epiphanines maketh this ' the proper po- 
ver of 's Biſhop to 5 oger Na va by © ordination , wary 
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Preſbyters doth ſonnes by Baptiſme. And Ierom doth except qrdt+ | 
nation as the Biſhops'peculiar , whercin hee is moſt binequall;to 
them. ks 


I anſwer the Propoſitiow of the firſt i by diſtinion- 
Thoſe who haue peereleſſe power in regard of the {imple right to 
ordeine ; viz. in regard of exerciſing.thea@, and ſole performing 
the rite of it, thole: who haue a right to theſe things, originally _ 
from Chriſt and his Apoſties which no others haue, they are aboue - 
others in degree. Againe , peereleſle power in a Biſhop over Prel- 
byters may be ſaid in compariſon to them diſtributt or collec- 
tively conſidered. Hee that hath peercleſſe power wow him 
which no one of the ather hath, is not preſently of a greater 
. degree , nor | hath. not majoritie of rule amongſt others, as a 
Conſut in_the Senate: But if. he have a peerelefſe power, ſuch 
as they ali colle&iuely':conſfidered , cannot controule ,- then 
_ Propoſition is true ; but the Aſſumption will then be found to 
alc. | | | 

To the proofe of the aſſumption. The Propoſition is true of 
power 11 order co the thing ſclfe, not to miniſftring the-rite,. and 
exccuting the a&; which may be reſerved for honour. ſake to one , 
by thoſe who otherwiſe haue cquall power with him. That Biſhops 
haue this power in order, the thing it ſclfe agreeing to them, Yipro- 
prit officti,not by commiſſion from others, we deny. The aſſumpti- 
on is wholly deayed. As for the proofe of it. Firſt, we that deny 
that Euangcliſts had not-power to ordeyne, as well as Apo” Se- 
condly, that Preſbyters had not this power in a Church planted as 
well as they. Euery one as fellow ſervants might conſpire in the 
ſame ordination. The Euangeliſts power did nor derogate from the 
Apoſtles, the Preſbyters from wars 6 of them. But power of im- 
poſing hands folitarily , whereas yet Churches were not conſtitu. 
ted ,-this may happily be appropriated ro the Apoſtles and Euane 
geliſts, whoſe office it was to labour in ereQing the frame of chur« 
ches. Secondly , the aſſumption is falſe ; in denying that it was in 
the power of Pre {byters to von on hands , contrarie to that in 7j« 
mothie ; The grace given thee by laying on of the bands of the Preſbytery. 
., Thirdly, it is falſe, in preſuppoling others then Preſbyters to haue 
been Timothy and Ti:«s their ſucceſſors. To the proofe of this aſ- 
ſumprion.. The propoſition is not true : Forit might be convgnient 
that the fame thing ſhould be done by Euangeliſts,and by ordinary 
Paſtors, cach-cancurring in their ſeverall orders ro the ſame ſervice 
of Chriſt-the Lord. , Seconaly ,, Lanſwer to rhe aſſumption. That 
Preſbyrers were to bee placed in Churches framed where here 
were Preſbyters , or where there were as yet none, In me 
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fek-Churthes , they are bid ordaine any needfurther, but ſalvo 
a#Bccleſ&z not withour rhe concurrence of others; In the latter 
Mrches which wereto' be conftituted;/they miy be: conceived 5a 
'Evangeliſts,, with ſole power of ſetting Presbyters forth by this rite 
ef impoſition of hands.” Wee hold nn might doe it, Evange- 
| liſts might, and the Presbyterics alſo. Yea Presbyters in Alexandria 
when now their firſt Presbyrer was deceaſed, did -ordaine the fol- 
Jowing : For the Can of threes 'Biſhops, and. Metropohrans, 
:added by theMNicenc ©ouncell;was not knowno yet: Nevertheleſſe 
i gtew timely to be-reſtraied'to' Biſhops, the performing Imeane 
of the outward rite and ſigne; but onely by Canon, as Confignation 
was alfo; for which there'ts as aricient teſtimonics as this, that ut was 
Þr 5. yr to the Biſh. We grant therfore that antiquitie doth ſome- 
ame fpeak'ofthe ordainer as one. In the Churches of Aﬀrica one 
didnot lay on hands;yer in fome orherchutches the rite was by one 
adminiſtred. And it is ro be noted by the way that 5 #2710%«w7Q» 
iri ſome Canons is not oppoſed to the Coordaining of Presbyrers, 
but to the number of Three, or many Biſhops required in the ordi- 
nation of a Biſhop. They might therfore by their canons be puniſh 
able, becauſe regularly and canonicall the executing of it was com 
enirted to the. This is all that Top "anne or leroms txcepta ordinatione 
Tan prove; . But theſe two concluſions we would fee proved out of 
Sctiprtres and Fathers. Firſt, that ordination is an ation of power 
of order,a power lacramental,which a Presbyter hath not. Second- 
ly, that by vertue of this power, the Biſhop doth ordaine, and not 
by Eccleſiaſticall right or commiſſion from the Church. Certainlie, 
the aft of promotinga miniſter of the Church, is rather an a& of 
ioriſdiQion then vder. As it belongeth to policze and government, 
to call new Magiſtrates, where they are wanting. Obictt. Bura new 
[pitituall'officer may he inſtituted by a ſacrament. Anſw. If God 
would ſo have collated the grace of {pirituall callings; but hee hath 
ul proges no ſuch thing. The Apoſtles and 72. were not inſtitu- 
ted by a ſacrament or impoſition of Chriſts hands, Now the grea- 
tet the grace was which was given, the more .need. of a ſacramenc 
whetecby it ſhould bee given. ' Obieff. They were extraordinaric, 
"ifs. ey might have had ſome ambiilatorie ſacrament for the 
tirme. Againe, impoſition of hands was uſed in giving cxtraordi- 
tary graces, AQR.8. Secondly, were it aſacrament,it ſhould conferre 
| the grace of office, as well -as grace ſanQifying the perſon to uſe ir 
holily.. But we ſce that this it could not doAs for. Paul and Barnabas 
the; Church did ſeparate them at the command of God, and lay 
kands on them, and, pray for them, but they were alrcadic before 
thisjmmediarlic chofen þy God to the grace of their office. It could 
be hothing then bur aa geſture accompanied with praier, ſeeking 
grace 


- ww ” Priet 
y = y 


WS ww 


LD ns 


OILS 


LS IIs. OE OE EE TTY a IG or A. 
» : 


Of theprioritic at power 


mn their hehalfe, For the acramentall, cellating of grace an2 
Nt callngs, we have intheſe IOROOS Sirifts in- 
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| Ang licalonts ye arc many kinde of; impoſition of hands 


: in th-0Md and few, teſtawent, yer. cannopnt be:proved, that it is any 
where a proper (ſacrameng,. It is then a rye, a geſture, a ceremony, 
ſignifying athing or perſon ſeparate , preſenter to God, praicd for 

toGod. hus. Antiquitie,did thiak of it, a&a geſture af one;; by 

_ Prajer to God, ſeeking a blefling 99 every @ne;choſen to this or that 
Thace of miniſtery. $ Eccleſiaſhicallic it was uſcd in bapiſing, in 
conſecrating, inzeconciling penctents,as well as ordaining; but ne- 
ver granted as a,ſacrament 1n' thoſe. other caſes by grant of all. Ir is 
then a rite or geſture of one, praying, Tertwl. de bps. ſheweth this, 
ſaying; Mauus imponitur per benedittionem advocans & invitans ſpiri- 
tam y. = wag lerow alſo contre Luciferanos,N on abnuo han eſſe Eccle> 
ia, conſuetudinem ut Epiſcopus menum impoſuturns exearrab ad inko- 

cationem prin; ſanfti. Amb. de dignit. ſacerdot.  Sacerdos imponit ſup= 

Plictin dextram. Auguſt. Quid aliud eft manus impofitio quam oratio. 

'&*c. The Greeke Churches haue ever ym Orders by a forme of 
praier 'conccived with impoſition of hands. Hence it is, thar 

they impoled hands even on. Deaconeſſes , where it could nat 

bee otherwiſe corifidered then a deprecative ure. Neither 
is it fike the African Fathers ever thought it a ſacrament, which 
no other had vertue and powet to miniſter, bur the Biſhop. For 
then they would never haue admitted Preſbyters to uſe the 
ſame rite with them, For ſo they had ſuffered them to pro- 


| ge a ſacrament , wherein they had no power to intermed- 


le, Obieff. If one ſay they did lay on hands with them, but 
the Biſhops impoſition was properlie Conſecrative and ſacramen< 
tall, theirs Deprecative onelic. Anſwer. Beſides that this is ſpo+ 
ken without foundation , how abſurd 1s it, , that the verie ſelf 
fame ſacramentall rite ſhould bee a facrament in one miniſters 
hand, and no ſacrament performed by another: Yea, when the 
Biſhop doth it to a Preſbyter, or Deacon, then a facrament, 
when to a Subdeacon, and other inferiour officers, then none, 
tet any iudge. Auſtin did account no other of npotetng of 
hands, then a praier over a man, accompanied with that geſture. 
Secondlie, they doe not thibke that the Biſhop ordaineth by divine 
right,ir being excepred to him as a miniſter of higher ſacramentall 
power: but that he onelic doth ordain quod fepnum & ritum extrin- 
ſecum, y the Churches commiſhon,though the right of ordaining 
bee in all the Preſbyteric alſo. As in a Colledge the ſocietic havg 
right to chooſe a fellow,and to ordain him alſo, though rhe maſtee, 
doth alone lay on hands, and give adtniffioy. Thus Teromt ſpeakerh, 
of confirmation, thar it was relerved to the Biſhop for honour ſake, - 
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- racheethen any neceſlitie of Gods law.Whence by analogie and pro- 
portion, it followeth they think not ordination,or thoſe other Epiſ- 
copall roialties to-have been referved to him by divine right. Bcfide 
there are more ancient proofes for Canonicall appropriating confir- 

mation, then for this impoſition of hands. Cornelizs fpeaketh thus 

of Novdetus, Ree wanted {thoſe things which hee ſhould have had 
after Baptiſme, according: to the Canon, the ſealing of our Lord 
from a Biſhop, Enſtb.- Lib. 6. cap. 25. So Cyprian to [ul. Never- 
theleſſe lerom 1udgeth this alſo to have becn yeelded thera for ho- 
nour ſake. And wee know that in the Biſhops abſence, Preſ(byters 
through the Eaſt did Con/ignare, through Grecia, through Arme- 
nia. Neither would Gregorze the great haue allowed Preſbyters in 
the Greek Churches to have confirmed, had hee iudged it other- 
wiſe then Canomicallic to belong to the Biſhops. That therefore 
which is. not properly a ſacramentall a&tion, and that which is noc 
appropriate to a Biſhop further then Preſbyters. have committed it 
eo highs cannot make him un higher degree of minifterie then 

Preſbyrcers are. 

Thirdly, in seconciling penitents, the Preſbyters did it in caſe of 
the Biſhops abſence : as 15 to bee gathered from the third Councelt 
of Carthage,.32, And whothinkes bleſling fo 'appropriate to a Bi- 
ſhop, that Preſbyters may not fokemnlic bleſſe in the name of the 
Lord , though antiquitic refexved this to him. . Thefe therefore 
were kept to him, not as ates exceeding the Presbyters power of 
order ,but for the.ſuppoſed honor of him & the Cirurch. For as Am- 
broſe fayth, Vt omnes eadens poſſent irrationale, © vulgaris res,” itſ% 
dideretur. It pleafeth antiquitic therefore to fet up one who ſhould 
quoadexerciign doe manic things alone,net becauſe that Presbypers 
could not, but-it ſ{cemed. in their eyes more to the honout of the 
Chunk hes: fame one ſhould be interefſed in them. ; 

Fourthlie, Amalariys ina certaine booke ſacred orders, doth con- 
Fute the doQrine of an uncertain authour, who: taught that one Bi- 
ſhop onclic was to lay hands on a Deacork becauſe he was conſecra- 
icd not to Pricſthood, but ro-miniſterie and ſervice. Nunquid feriptor 
libelu dottior @' ſanttior Apeſtolis quipoſaerunt plure; nanxs ſuper Dia- 
£onos quanda conſecrabautur,*s propteces ſobus Epiſcopus manas ponat ſu» 
per Draconum acfiſolus poſjit precant virtutem gratiarum quam plures Aþo- 
ſol precabantur. Optimi eſt bonos duces ſequi, qui certaverunt uſz ad ple- 
new y#9r4:m. Whence jt is plaine, hee did know no further Ain in 
impolition then praier,which the more impoſe,is the more forcibtes 

| The fourteentb: Argument. - 13 312 | 

Thoſe who had juriſdition over Pteſbyrers aflilting them, ahd 
Preſbyrters affixed to Cures, they. had a | ares of power 0- 
Yes OLher Miniſters, But Biſhops had ſo, Ergo, &c. _ 
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» apX£9. | And [cromand Auſftinon the 44/Þfal:; 
call them the Princes vf the Church , by whom ſhee is governed, 
The aſſumption is proved particularly:.:'Thoſe who had direQjve 
er aboue others ;andicocreftive, cheethad majoritte of rule. Bue 

Riſk dp3 hace Ergo,”! The affomprion prgyed.. Fitſt, for direQive* 
power; the Presbyrers were ro Yor nothing withour-thetn,' Jani. ad 

9-0. ge ry, They mighr-nort miniſterthefacrament of the ſup 
. per but under the Biſhop,Clem.Epiſt.1.44 Jacob. Tere. Lib. de bapt: Can. 
Apoſt.38. Con. Carthag- 4. 38. Con. Car. 2.Can. 9. Con. Gan.16. Conc. 

nt. Can. 5. | n 

Secondly,that they had correQive power, it is proved, Aþoe.2.@'g. 
The Angcl of Zþbefas did notfufferfall Apoſtles, is commended 
farit, the Angel of 'Thyatirs is reproved fot ao like. Theres 
fore they had power. over other-:minifters; Cyp. lib.z.Ep.g.telleth 
tellerh Ropatian he had power to haac cenſured his Deacon.. Terom. 
edverſus Vigilantium, marvelleth that the Biſhop where Yigilantius 
was,did not breake the unprofitable veſſell. Epiphanins ſayth, Bi- 
ſhops governed the Preſbyrers themſelves, they 'the people. The 
Pttsbyrers affixed.ro places & churches, were ſubje&to the Biſhops, 
for ao they were vacant, 'the Biſhop did: ſupplie rhem. Againg, 
the Presbyters had their power from him, and therefore were un+ 


der him,and they were (ubic& io the cenſure of the Biſhop. Thoſe 
of his Clergic were under him; for hee might promote thetn, they 
mighc.not goe from one Dioceſe to another without him, not tra- 


well ro che Cirie, but by his leave. The Biſhop was their iudge, and 
might excommuinicate them, Cypr.lib; r;Epift.4. Concil.Carth. 4. 
ca:5p. Cenc:Chal. ca 9. Conc. Nice,ca.4.Conc.Ant.ta. 4 ibid. ca, 
6. ca. 12. Cart;z.capi7. Conc. Afric, ca.1y. Conc: Ephef;ca.s:Con. 
Chal.ca. 23. The examples of Alexander and Chry/oſtomt prove this. 
All Presbyters were counted acephali,headlefle,that tived not in ſub- 
zection.roa Biſhop. The Paſtors. of pariſhes were either ſubje& ro 
rthey had afibciarsin Pariſhes ioyned With them, or they 
, ruled alone. Burthey had nor affaciats, neither did they rule atone. 
. Ergo, they were ſubje tothe authoritie and juriſdiction 'of the 
OP. : a FM | ; | 


Anſwer. | 
The : propoſition of the firſt Syllogiſme it muſt bee thus fra- 
emed. ofe who had power of iuriſdiftion in themſelves, with- 
out the concurrence of other Presbyters, as fellow judges, they were 
rcater m; maioritie -of rule. Thus Bishops had nor iurifdiftion. 
rue it ts, they were called governours and.Princes of their Chut- 
ches, becauſe they were more eminent miniſters, though rhey had 
nor 
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'Monarchicall power in Churches,but Conſull-like authoritie: 
PR erefore when they affeQed this Monarchie, what fayd Je- 
rom , Noverint ſe ſacerdotes eſſe non dominos, noverint ſe non ad 
Principatum vocatos, ſed ad ſervitium totus Eccleſie. Sic Origen in Eſa. 
hom. 7. 

To AN proofe of the Aſſumption. Wee deny that they had this 
direQtive power over all Preſbyters. Secondly, that they had ic 
over any by humane conſtitution infallible. Presbyters were in 

reat difference, Thole who arc called propry ſacerdotes, Re- 

ores , Serores , Minoruw Eccleſiarum prepofitt, the Biſhop 
had not, nor challenged not that dircive power over them,whu h 
hee did over thoſe who were numbred amongſt his Clerickes, who 
were helpes to him in the Liturgic, in Chappells and pariſhes 
which did depend on him as their pn teacher, though they 
could not ſo ordinarilie goc out tohim. The firſt had powcr 
within their Churches, to teach, adminiſter, excommunicate, were 
counted brethren to the Biſhops, and called Epiſcops , or Coepiſ o- 
þi, even of the Auncient : But the Presbyrers., which were 
part of their Clergie, they had this direaiue' power over them, 
the Canons Eccletiaſticall allowing the ſame. Bur I rake theſe lat- 
rer ehave been but a corruption of governing presbyters, who 
came to bee made a humane riniſtery, 1. by having ſingular ates 
permirted. 2. by being conſccrate to this,& ſo doingex offices, what 
they were imploied in by the Biſhop. Bur ſure theſe are bur helps to 
liturgic,according to the Canons. Preaching did not agree to them 
further then it could be delegated or permitred.Finally,we read,thag 
by law it was permitted them: that it was taken away from them a= 
gain by the Biſhops: that it was ſtinred and limited ſometime as to 
the openjng ofthe Lords praicr,the Creed and 10 commandements; 
as it. 18 plain to him that 1s any thing converſant in the ancient. Sc- 
condlie,tet us account thern as miniſter of the word, given by God 
to his church: then I ſay,they could not bave any Babu \uch 
as the Apoſtles had amongſt Evangeliſts : and this power is given to, 
the Biſhops onelie 'by canon ſwerving from the Fen ordinance of 
Chriſt? for it maketh a miviſter' of the word become as a cypher, 
without power of his conſecration,as Terom ſpeaketh,being ſo inter= 
preted by 4X Fo himſelf. Theſe decrees were as juſtifiable, as that 
which forbiddeth any to bapriſe;,who hath not gotten chriſme from 
the Biſhop Con. Carth.4.ca.36. unleſſe the phraſes doc note onelic a 
ery of order in the Biſhop aboue presbyters, requiring pre= 

ence atid afſenr,as of a fellow and chicfe member,not otherwilc. 

To the proof ofthe ſecondfpart of the former aſſumption, t. we.de- 
nie this 'majoritie of correive power to have been in the Apoſtles 
themſclves:they had obly a miniſtry executiue infing Gn, wh 
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Chrifts corre&ive power impoſed.S:condly,we deny thatthis mini. 
ſteriall power of cenſuring was ſingularly exerciſed by any Apoſtle 
or Evangliſt, where Churches were conſtituted. Neither is the wri- 
ting to one aboue others, an argument that he had the power to doe 
all alone withour concurrence of others. To that of j rin againſt 


Rogetimawe deny that Cyprian meancth he would haue done it alone, 
or that he an4 his Pcesbytecie could have done it without the Con. 
ſent of Biſhops neighbouring : but that he might in regular manner 
have been bold ro have done it, becauſe he might be ſure, quod nos 
college tui omnes 64 x 1tum haberemue. Cyprian was of iudgemenr, that 
hc himſelf might do nothing without the conſcut of his Presbyrers, 
unleſſc he ſhould violate his dutie, by running a courſe which ſtood 
not with thc honour of his brethren. It was not modeſtic in him ; 
bur due obſer7aacic, ſuch as he did owe unto his brethren. Neither 
did _ ever ordinarilie any thing alone. He received ſome, the 
people and the brethren contradifing, {i5. 1.ep. 3. but nor till he had 
pe waded them,and brought them to be willing. Thorn ſeeſt (faith 

c) bat þzins 1 have to perſwade the brethren to patience. So againe , [ 
bardly perſwade the people, yea even ring it fro themyghat ſuch ſhould be re 
ceived. Neither didhe take upon him to ordaine Paesbyters alpne ; 
but propounded , made requeſt for them, confeſſing, that further 
then God did extraordinarilic prevent both him and them,they had 
the right of ſuffrage,no lefſe then himſelfe, as by thefc epiſtles may 
appeare, /.1.eþ.26.0. 2.eþ.5.1. 4-4 10. Jerom (though grandiloquent 
ſometimes) did never thinke a Biſhop could lawfully without his 
Presbyterics concurrence, excommunicate. If he were as Moſes , 
yet hee would haue theſe as the ſeventic. Againe, Jetrom doth 
write expreſlic of all in generall, Ez nos Fingery babemus , 
cetum Preſbyterorum , fine quorum conſito nibil agi 4 quoguam 
bicet , firut Romani habuerun! ſinatum cujus conſilio cuntta gerebantar. 
Epiphanins ſaith, Biſhops governed Preſbyrers : but it doth not fol- 
low , that thcrforc the of it alone without concurrence of their 
com-Preſbyters. Asfor the fixed Preſbyters,the proofes are more 
unſafficieng. The Biſhop ſupplycd them,therefore they were under 
him, For colleges "ans hucches, yet haue they no jurifdition 
over them. Secondly, the canons did ptovide ne plebjiiuvite Preſbyo 
fer obtruderetar. Thirdly ,we diſtinguiſh majoritie of rule from ſome 
juriſdiftion. We grant the Biſhop had ſuch a juriſdifion as concer= 
ned the Church, fo farre as it was in ſocictic with others,ſuch as an 
Arch-biſhop hath over a Province : but this did ſtand with the Re- 
Qors power of jurifdition within his own Church. Fourthly,though 


they hal poiver by his miniſterial interpoſition , yet this doth not 


proue ther, dependant on him. For Riſhops haue their power from 
Qhcreordaining themato whom notyichſtanding they arc not ſub- 
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- je&in their Churches. In caſe of delinquencie they were ſubjc@to 
the Biſhop with the Preſbyrerie, yer ſo that they could not be pro« 
ceeded againſt till conſent ot many other Biſhops did ratific the 
ſentence. Thus in Cyprians judgement , Biſhops themſelves delin- 
quent,tnrnin wolves,as Samo atenus,Liberius,&C.arc ſubic& to their 
Churches & Presbyters,to be depoſed and relinquiſhed by them. A« 
for thole that were part of his Clerks,it is true, they were in greater 
meaſure ſubjc to him, abſolutely in a manner for their direQion : 
but for his correftive power hee could not without confent of his 
| Presbyters and fellow Biſhops,do any thing. The — indeed is 
onely named many times: but it is a common Synecdoche,familiac 
to the fathers, who put the primaric member of the Church for the 
repreſentative Church,as 4s uſtine (ayth, Prtrum propter Apoſtol1- 
tus /implicitatem figuram Eccleſie geſuſſe. Sce concil. Sardicen. c. 17. 
conc.Carth.4.c.2.3.Tol.4.c.4.Socr. 1.1.3. Soz.l.1.c.14. As for ſuch 
examples as Alexanders,it is ſtrange that any will bring it, when hee 
did it not without a Synod of many Biſhops,yea without his Cler- 
gic, as ſitting in judgement with him. Chry/oſtoms fa faQ is not 
to be iuſtified: for it was altogether irregular, favouring of the ime 
peruous nature to which is he was inclined, though in _— of his 
end,and unworthineſle of his Presbyters, it may be exculed, yet it 
is not to be imitated. As for thoſe hcadleſſe Clerkes, it maketh no« 
ching for th: Buhops maioritic of rule over all Churches and Pref 
byters in them. For firſt,it ſeemceth to be ſpoken of thoſe that lived 
under the condud@ of the Biſhop, a collegiat life rogether, Fodem 
refeftorgo Þ dormuorio utebantur, & Canomce Viventes ab Epiſcopo in- 
ruebantur. Now when all ſuch Clerkes did live then as members of 
a Colledge under a maiſtcr, it is no wonder if they bee called hcad- 
lefſe, who did belong to no Biſhop. Secondly, ſay it were alike of 
all Presbyters,which will never be proved (forall Preſbyrers in the 
Dioceſſc were not belonging to the Biſhops Clerks) ſay it were, yce 
will it not follow, that thoſe who were under ſome, were ſubjcet to 
his authoritie of cule. For there is a head in regard of preſidencie of 
order,as well as of powcr. Biſhops wcre to finde out by Canon the 
chicfe Biſhop of their province, and to aſſociate themſclves with 
© him. So Biſhops doe now live ranged under their Archbiſhoxs as 
', heads. Priefts therefore as well as Clcrkes, did live under ſome iu- 
- Tiſdition of the Biſhops : 'bur fuch as did permit thera coercive 
power in their owne Churches, {uch as made the Biſhop a head in 
—_— of dignitic, and not of ny power, vvhereby he might ſway 
all at his pleaſure. Thirdlie, if the Biſhops degenerate to challenge 
Monarchie or tyrannie, it is better bee without ſuch heads then to 
have them: aswe are more happic in being wgthdrawen from the 


-  head(hip of the Biſhop of REEAEE he'{till were head over us. 
- 


To 


5 fy 'Of the Prioritie and Power 


To the laft inſinuation,proving that Biſhops had the government of 
thoſe Churches rn njcd were had, becaufe neither preſbyrers a- 
lone had it, nor with affiſtents. I anſwer,they had as well the power 
of government,as of teaching : and. though they had not ſuch afli(- 
rants as are the presbyrers of a cathedral church, yet they my have 
ſome,as a deacon,or other perſon ſufficient in ſuch ſmall Churches. 
When the Apoſtles planted a Biſhop and Deacon onety , how did 
this Biſhop excommunicate? When the fathers of Africa did give a 
Biſhop unto thoſe now multiplied,who had enioyed but a Presby- 
ter, what aſſiſtants did they grve him? what aſſiſtants had the Chore- 
piſi opi,who yer had government of their churches? 
The fifteenth Argument. 
Thar which the orthodoxe.churches ever condemned as herefie, 
the contrarie of that is truth. Butin Aerius they have condemned 


' the deniall of fuperioritic in one miniſter above others. Ergo, the 


contrarie is truth. Anſwer. 

To the propoſition, we denie thar it muſt needs be preſently true, 
the contraric wherof is genecrallic condemned for hereſie. As there- 
preſcntative catholick church may propound an errour, ſo ſhe ma 
condemne a particular truth, and yet remain acatholick church, 
To the aſſumption we deny that the Church condemned in Acrivs 
every deniall of ſuperioritic, but that onely which Aejus run into. 
Now his opinton TI take to have been this. 1. He did with Terom dee 
nic ſuperioritic of anic kind as due by Chriſts ordinance : for this o- 
pinion was never counted herefie, it was Jeroms plainlie. 2. He did 
not denic the faQ,that Biſhops were ſuperiour in their atuall admi- 
ſtration; he could not be ſo mad. If he had all that a Biſhop had ac- 
tuallic, how could he have affe&ed ro be a Biſhop, as a further ho. 
nour? Denial of ſuperioritie,luch as confiſteth in a further per of 


| order then a Presþyter hath,and in a kinglic monarchical majoritie 


of rule, this deniall is not here condemned : for all the fathers may 


| be broughs as witneſſes _ this fuperioritie in the Church:Whac 


then was condemned in him? A denial of all fuperioritie in one mi- 
niſter before another,though it were but of honor and dignitie: and 
ſecondlic the denying of this in {chifmatricall manner, fo as 'to fore 
ſake communion with the Church wherin it is. For in theſe words, 
pode Wray AaPogmger ixioxemy T2 Tpaſdurige, it Ieemeth 
purdty ſhould be read Py) 9&v,that there ought to be none. How- 
ſocver he is to be conceived as appofing praQicallic the difference 
of honour & dignitic which was in the Church by Eccleſiaſtical in- 
ftitution. What 1s this to us? Denial of ſuperioritie 1a regard of ho- 
nor & dignirtic,joincd with {chiſme,was condemned: Ergo, denial!) 
of ſuperioritic mn "nv of order and kingtic majoritie of rule, kco: 
ping the bond of louc was condemned. The 
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The affumption therefore if ir aſſume not-of this laſt deniull, then 
can it not conclude apainſt-os. Ergo,itisa truth that ſome Miniſters 
may be aboue otherſome,in order, honor,and dignity. But they,un« 
derſtand not by order ſuch aniorder. onely- ay us diſtin, becayſe 
ſome degree of dignitic i8'appropriate to it, which is not to other. 
Though this argument therefore touch us nor, yet to ſpeake alittle 
further about it, this opinion of Aerius !8 not to be handled roo f[c= 
yerely : meither our authors, D. Whitakerus, D. Remolds, Danaus , 
to be blamed,who doe in ſome fort excuſc him, For Biſheps were 
grown ſuch that many good perſons were offended at them , as the 
Audiani, Yea , it was ſo ordinarie, that. Jerome diſtinguiſherh 
ſchiſme from hercſie, becauſe the one conteined aſſertions agaiaſt 
the faich , the other ſevered from the Church by reaſon of diſ- 
ſenting from Biſhops. See him on Ti.z.10. Neither is it plain that 
he was an Arrian. Epiphanius reporteth it, but na. other , though 
writing'of rhis ſubje& and toric of theſe time: ,. Sure it is, Eyſta- 
thias wasa ſtrong' Arian, whom Acerius did oppoſe. Neither is it 
ſtrange for Biſhops 'to faſten on thoſe which diſſent from them, in 
this point of their frechold,any thing whereof there is but ungroun- 
ded lofoicion. Are not we traduced as-Donariſts, arab Pu. 
ritancs? As for his opinion,they thought ir.rather {chiſmatical, then 
herericall:& rhetfore happily called1t hereſfo,becauſe itincludeder- 
rout in theirnthdetfRtanding,which with ſchilmaticallpertinagic was 
made herefie. Nether 'is 1t likely that Epiphanias .doth otherwiſe | 
count it herefic,nor ' Auſtin following him. 'For though Auſtine was 
aged , yet he was fo humble, that hee ſaith, Auguſtinus ſenex 4 puero 
nondum anmculo paratus ſum edocersy. Neither was it prejudice $0 bis 
worth for to follow men more ancieat then himſclte , who in like- 
ly hood ſhould 'know this matter alſo better. As for. his:calling it 
 herefic; it 15'certaine he would not have this in cigour ftrcined "For 
" 'Retoth oe (1h his preface nnto thare:book of bercſics ) that 
noneto his thought, can in a regular defmition comprehend what 
that is which maketh this or that to be herefic. Though therefare 
he doubted not of this, that Aerins was in crronr, ſuch as all Catho- 
lickes fhoutd decline: yet -it doth not argue that he thought this + 
errour in rigourand-formall/propriety , to hauc been hereſie, Thus 
 muchforthis laſt Argument. * | LK#:5; 
Otithe contrarie frde I propound theſe Arguments following to 
be ſeriouſly confidered. | 
Argument 1. 


— Thofewhom the Apoſtles placed as chiefe ,. in their firſt conſti- 
eating of Churches, and left as their ſuccefiours in thuar laſt farc- 
 wels which they gaue to the Charches, they had none tuperiour.to 
wcm inthe Churches, Bat m_ firſt -placed A 
3 with 
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'- with the Word and governing: and tothoſe jn their laſt departing 
© they porritmended the Churches. :Ergo. The affytmptjon is denied: 
they 6d" not place them, as the chiefe ordinary. Paſtors in thoſe 
Churches, but placed them to teach and governe., in fore tuterno ; 
with a reference of /ſubordination to amore eminent Paſtor, wiiich 
when now they were growen to a juſt multitude ſhould be given 
trothem. The Apoſtles had all power of order andjuriſcidion:they 
- gaveto Preſbyters power of order, power to teach, miniſter ſacra. 
- ments, and fogather together a great wurber of thole who were 
' yet to be cotiverted; but kept the cocrciue power in their own 
hankls meahing, when now by.the Prefbyrers labour, the Churches 
were growivto agreater multitude, meaning (1 lay ) then to fer 
over them ſome more eminent Paſtors, Apoſtolicall men, to whom 
" they would commit the power of government, that ſo they might 
rule over both the Preſbyters and their Churches;and to theſe with 
* thcir ſucceſſours, not to the Pre{byters , were the Churches recom- 
mended. All which is an audacious hQtion , without any warrant 
of Scriprure,or ſhew of good reaſon, For it 1s confeſſed, that Prefſ- 
© byters were placed at the firſt conſtitution, as the Paſtors and Tea- 
then of the Churchcs. Now if the Apoſtles had done this with 
reference toa further and more eminent Paſtor and Governour they 
would haue intimated ſoniewhere this their intention: but this they 


doe not; yea, the many 1 onyx by them declared. For Peter 
CT 


ſo bidderh his Preſbyrers feed their Alocks,as that he doth infinuate 
them ſubje& to no other but Chriſt , the Arch-fhepheard of them 
all. Againe, the Apoſtles could nor make the Pceſbyrers Paſtors 
without power of government. There may be.governours without 

-paſtorall power; bur nor a Paſtor without power of governing. For 
* the power of the Pedum, or ſhepheards ſtatfe,doth intrinfecally fol- 
low the Paſtorall office. What l:kelyhogd 35 there , that thoſe who 
'- were-ſet as parents to beget children ſhould not be truſted with po. 
' wer of the rod whercwith children now begotten are to be nurtu- 
- red and kept in awe beſeeming them ? If ut be ſaid, every one, fit for 
- the office of a Tcachcr, was not fit for a Goycrnour. I anſwer, hce 
* that is fit to be a Paſtor tcaching and governing in foro mterno , is 
*'much more fit to be a Governour externally: hee vvho is fit for the 
greater is fit for the lefſer, It vvas a greater and more Apoſtolicall 
vvotke ta labour converſion, and bring the Churches a handful! 
in the planting (as ſome thinke) ro become:numberſome in people, 
then itis togovernthem being converted, And it 1s abfurd to think 
thadcthoſe who were fir to —_—_ a Church, and bring it to fulncſſe 
from {mall beginnings, ſhuuld not be fit to goyerne ir, but ſtand, in 
. need to hauc fome one {cnt , who might rule them and the Chur. 


 ches they bad colleted, Seconulygthele Pretbyters vvere(as _ 
| elucs 
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themfelues confeſle ) qualified wvith the extraordinary gifts of the 
Holy Ghoſt, and oben Ly ſpeciall deſignation : ſo that to impute 
inſuficiencie unto them , is harſh, and injurious to God, as well 
as to man. Finally, by the twentic of the As, and the firſt Epiſtle 
of P.ter, ch. 5. it is plaine, they doe in their laſt farewels commur. 
che Churches unto the Preſbyrers/, not' ſuggeſting any thing, of: a 
further Paſtor to bee ſent, vvhso ſhould ſupply theirroomes:vyhich 

et they would not haue forgotten,being a thing of ſo gredt conſ0e 

tion, had it becn intended by them. ' NS {151} 

Argument. 2. 

Thoſe vvho haue the name and office of Biſhops common to 
them, they haue no ſuperiour Paſtors over them/ But the Preſby= 
ters Paſtorall haue that naine and office attribued tothem. For fi ft 
th:y are ſayd to governe in generall. Secondly, there /is nothing 
found brlongin? to the power of the keyes 31' fotobxterna , but 
the Scripture doth aſcribe it to them , power of ſuffrage in coun- 
cell, AF. 15. power of excommunication , which is manifeſt ro 
hauc been in the Church ot Corinth when it had no Biſhop, pow- 
er of ordination, 1.7im.4. If any ſay , that this their power was 
bue by commiſſion in them, and that they were ſubordinateto the 
Apoftles incexerciſe of it, being toxeteine it onely untillſuch time 
as more eminent Paſtors ſhould be given : I anfwer, all this 19 ſpo+ 
ken _ , without any foundation , and therefore no more eaſily 
vouched then reje&ed. The Presbyrers ſo had this power, that they 
did commit ir tothe Biſhops, as we ſhall ſhew after; and therefore 
it muſt hauc beenan thom,nart by oxttgordinary' commiſhion,þbur by 
ordinarie- office. Secondly , they were ſabjein exerciſe 40/nang 
bur Chriſt ani! the Hol Giok ywho' onely had-out of authoriis 
truſted them with it. If the Apdſtles and Cpditconcurteiatle: 
1ng ane and the ſame thing , they did it as inferiour to the Apoſtles, 
and ſcrvants of a lower order, not with any ſubje&ion to thern , 
as heads of derivation , ſerving Chriſt their onely. Lord, no lcfls 
immediately then the Apoſtles themfclues. Th PETER 
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Thar which is found in all other orders of Miniſters inſtituted by 
Chriſt, may be preſumed likewifc in the order of Faſtbrs and Dos 
Qors : but in all other.orders, there were none that had ſingulari- 
ty of preheminence and majority of power aboue other. No A- 
poſtle ,; Propber!, Evangeliſt had this rule one over another: If 
the propoſitien: bee denycd , upon ſuppofall 'of a different rea- 
ſon, becauſe that though paritie in a: few extraordinarie: Mi- 
viſters 'might, bee admurted without diforder;;:yet. im a multi. 
tude of ordinarie Miniſters , it could not but bred :ſchiſme ang 


contulion, and therfore as the order of Prigfthood was divided into 
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atiphDrieft, and 6rhe4. ſecondary ones, ſn jsir firthar the Prefby- 
rers.of:the now Teſtament ſhould be divided , ſome being in the 
firſty,and ſome in the ſecond ranke,, To this I anſwer , the paritic 
is the thoredangerous, by how much the places are ſupereminent. 


Secemdty , though Paſtors ſhould, be £quall,yer this wopld nat bring 
patity'inro the hiniftors DE ahe Charh » tpme whereof ſhoulg. be 


16 degree infenaurto othet, the 
and 


verning Elders-to the Paſtors , 
:Deacont49;them,- Thirdly, if every Church being an Ec- 
clefiaſticati body, ſhould haue governours every way equall, there 
were no feare of confuſion , ſceing Arjſtocracie, elpecially where 
God ordaineth(it; is a forme of government ſyfficient to preſeruc 
order. Butevery Church might then dee what eyer it would with- 
ih ar felfe,. Noe ſo neither ;- for:jt is ſubje@ ra the enſure of ather 
Churches-ſynodically aflembled , and to. the civill Magiſtrate, who 
incaſe: of, -delinquencie, hath direQ;ue and. carrectiue power 
over'it.. Parity doth not {o much indanger the Church by ſchiſme, 
as itnparity doth by tyraunic ſubjefir. As for the diſtinQion of 
Prieſts, we gtant it; but as man could not haue made that diſtinRi- 
oadnce God ordained it, in,time.of the old Teſtament, no. more 
can we under the new. Howbeir, that diftintion of, Prieſts did 
bring .in.rio ſuch difference in order and majority of rule, as onr Bi» 
fhops now challenge. yn £ 64, ra HE 
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Tf ſome be inferiour unto otherſome in degree of power,it muſt 
be in regard of :their power to teach, or their power to govern, or in 
the cation vf this: power ta. their perſons; or. in regard vf the - 
whom rhey:trach and governe , or fanally, in regard theex. | 
ite of theirpower:is at the-diveQian, vf ahather. Biſt -noPaſtor | 
ot Teacher dopenderh-on any-'\aher. byr Chriſt for any of. theſe. 
Ergo; The propoſition ftandeth on aſpfficient enumeration: . the 
A tion:may be proved in the: feyerall parts of ic. The former 
braach« is thuscleaccd.: Firſt, the powerwe have , is.the ſame efſen- 
tially with theirs ; yea, every way:the ſame, Setoudly; woo baue it 
as immediately from Chriſt as they. .1:ſhew them both thus: The 
pdwerof 'order ſd) the 'power which 3n4blech ua xo preach and deli. 
yerthe whole cdunſcll of God;,- and to miniſter /all Sacratnent3 

ſealing Gods covenant, Now unlefſc ye wilbwith the Papiſts , tay | 
thar ptcaching isno necefiary annexim torhbe Prefbyters office , or © 
that hispower ivarudimentalilimitcd power, as ta apen:the creed , 
-Eordsipraſjey, arubcommandern ents pnely ;» orthat ho klarb-nor che 
Sull powes facramenta]l; there being; other. facramientwofoordinas 
rion-and confirmation Which we may not miniſter 7] which are 
' grofley we muſt: heeld theirpowerof order tobe the: lame, - Yea, | 
' ere-Tholce ſacraments: propuly ,. they.are both: grounded .in the 


- 
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7" powers Prcfbyter hath: Ord ination,in doe {466 in rem! branceof. 
65 confirmayon in power to baptize. The power being the ſame, 
it is hap ily in one immediately , and in the*orher by denvation 
from him. Nothing lcfſe. All grant that Chriſt doth 1mmediately 
pic It,even as the inward grace of my Sacrament commeth prin= 
cipally from him The Church , did ſhe giue this power, might 
make the ſacrament and preaching which one doth in order, no ſa- 
crament, no preaching. The Pope doth not ( if we follow the come. 
mon tenent )-callenge ſo much as to give the pour of order to any 
Biſhop or Pricſt whatſoever. If you ſay , the Preſbyrer is orvained 
by the Biſhop, that is nothing : {o is the Biſhop by other Biſhops, 
from whom notwithſtanding he receiveth not this power. We will 
cake this as granted of all : though the truth is, all doenot maine 
taine it from right grounds. But it will be ſaid, the Preſbyrer is in- 
fcriour in juriſciiftron, and can haue none but what 1s derived to 
him from the Biſhop , who hath the fulncfle of it within his Dio« 
ceſan Church, But this is falſe, aizd grounded on many falle pre« 
ſumptions. As firſt, that Miniſters of the Word arc not properl 
ani fully Paſtors; for rv make a Paſtor,and giue him no help _— 
the Wolfe, is to furniſh him forth imperfcAaly. Secondly, it preſup- 
polech the power of uriſdiftion to be given origivally and fontal i 
to one verſpn of the Church , and ſo to others,whereas Chriſt hath 
commicted it originaliter & exercitatite to the repredcntatiue Church, 
thar Oy might Ariſtocrarically adminiſter it. Thizdlythis preſups 
poſeth the pl-:nirude of regimcar co be in the (nt jt from hin” 
ro be derived co other : which maketh him a head of virtuall in- 
fucnce,that in his Church,which the Pope Coth challenge 1n regard 
cf all Biſhops. For his heaſhip and Raney ſoyeraigntze ſtanderth 
according to $ellarmize in this , that the Lavermnengef all iz lh 
externo,.is committed to him. Not to mciition, how Bilhops,while 
they-were Biſhops gloried off their chaire and tcaching, as the flow» 
er of thcir garland, preferring it farre before government, but when. 
they w-re Gillen from thcir' {pirituall feliciric,and infected with (c> 
cular fmoke , rhea they recommended the labour of reaching to the 
Pr. (bytes, then their. juriſdytion and cor fiſtbrie dig! caric all che 
credit?, evetie office in the Chutch being counted adignitic , as. x, 
had more or leffe juriſdifion annexcd ;'as thoſe are More or, 194 
hon6urable in the Common-wealth, which haue civill authorue 
an Icfſc ac greater meaſure con ned, The zruth 1$ 47. 1c, caguort, be 
ſhewed that God ever made Paſtor without this jurifdiction ; for 


whether it do agree to men as they are Paſtors,or as they are Prelars 
in pe Canoe h cannot yy mg FR yas haue 
it, beraaſe though everic or «be nota Paſtor,yci.cve* 
ric Paſtor is Pala E 


% 


-- 


K5,in order to _ urch where he is the propee 
an 


” Of the Prioritie and power 
2nd ardlvigrie Paftot. Yca,when cenſure is the moſt ſharp ſpiritual] | 
triediting it were ill with evctic Church,if he who is reſident alwaics 
achy the m as their $i yl Fhiieos, ſhould not hauc power in 
adr bo ing it. Thirdly,I fay,ne Minifter hath majoritic of power 
In the ap 


e powet of ordet or jurifdiQion to this or thac perſon. 
application there is a Miuniſteric of rhe Church interpoled: 
bur fo that Chriſt onely is the cauſe with. power , nor onely why 
Preſbyters act in the Church, but why Thomes or Jobs is choſen to 
$14 beſtowed on this or that place, A Maiſter onely doth our of 
power take Everic fervant into his houſe : fo God in his. God did 
choſe. þ =D fonns with the Levices, and Chriſt rhe 70, not mcdi- 
. arcly leaving it to the arbitrement of any to fet our thofe that ſhould 
and before him. God doth ever onely in regard-of authoritic,ap- 
i all power Ectleſiaſticalt to everie particular perfon, his ſole au. 
oriric doch ir,though ſomexime as in ordinarie callings,the miniſ- 

ferie of others doth coticurre. The Church is in fetting out, or or- 
daining rhis.6t that man, as the Coltedge is in chooſing,when ſhee 
takerh the man whom the ſtatute of her founder doth moſt mani- 
feſtly deſcribe, or where the Kings mandate doth ſtrifly injoyne , 
x would otherwiſe bring an imperiall power into the Church. Foc 
though many Kings cannot hinder but that chere ſhall be ſuch and 
fach Sicrrs, and places of governement as are in their Kingdom , 
yer whilt they are free at theit pleaſure to depute this or that man to 
the places vxcanr,they haue a Kingly jurifdi&ion'in thetn.. Briefly, 
'doth ever apply the. power Ecclefiaſticall unto the perſon : 
Emetrme alone by himſclfe, as in the Apoſtles , and then he doth 
it tam innediatione /Appoſti quam dirtutis-: ſometime the miniſteric 
6f marr concutring exrtaordinarily , as when God Fe, ah 


dirtfiertt 2 perſon ro oc and call ons to this or that ptace, as he did 
Famttefto dtiffoitit Saul. Or elſe ordinacily, when God doth by his. 
Weir ant! Spirit , guide men to take any to this or that place in bis 
Church, which he doth parcly by his weitreri ſtatutes, and partly 
dy his Spirit; and thus he doth. make tht application onely: immc- 
oye ViHLTEY, hot ſhuppoſur. wy Fs AE dated] 

*06.'Bur yer Biſh; (wu y | min xc of one's wholly 

: ©. Jy thou hk ef ore d ; Ts avc equ ' pOwer 
YT, they cMhnot without thelt Ieſue hae an $er urey 
m their Chutthes,,, and therefore age inferiour ,, in as much as the * 


f Konoup, which 
aay gilic 


tion, are 


they 
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bey may cxerciſe cheir power received, as the Fmperanes fig make, 
Gama | | (cs if any,would 


x 
5, who had a power toqudge caulcs 1 
ue kimſclfc. to chem. Or as the Count Palatine hath ordinarie 


© 


es, Wha arc habitutantam judicer, having none under them , a+ 


y 
neſt whom they may cxcrcilc juriſdiftiop. Or as the univerſir 
Diver the degree of a DoQor in Phyſick , without any patients 6 


mong whom hee may. prafiſe, Bur, Gods Miniſteric 15the callio 
of a mayg.tg = al adminiſtratiqn, Goegeach »; and the power © 


prder is nothing by the way, bur a xelatiuc reſpeA,Founded 1a this, 
that] am AL 54 pak ſuch an afuall adminiſtration. Now there can. 


not be an at commanded, without the ſubjc about which it is oc- 
cupied: atherwiſe, God ſhould giue them a facultic of teeding,and 
kaue them depending on others fy ſheep wo feed; God ſhould make 
them bur remiorg. porennall Minpaſters,, and the Biſhop aRtuall. 
Thixdly,the Holy Ghgſt is ſaid to have ſer. the Preſbyters over their 
flock. A man taking a ſteward,or other ſervant —_— houſc,doth 
ue hjm a power of doing ſomething tobis familie;and yever thin, 
eth of taking ſervants, further then the neceſhtie of his houſhold 
doth require ; ſo is i with God in his Church, which is his houſe: 


ore the exigency of his, pegple {o require, he doth pot cal auy to the 
WH often Agangdn enough.to gr =p «% author 
tic which Antichriſt afſumeth : For ſomemake his ſoveraignerie to 
ſang onely in this, not that he giveth order or power of juriſdii- 
on,but. that he giveth to all Paſtors & Biſbops the moyrtie of ſheep, 
on whom this their power is' exerciſed, Chriſt having given hum the 
carc of a]l his ſhcep , fred my ſheep: fo Vaſquez. Thus if a Biſho 
challenge all the Iheep in a Dioceſan flock jv by We that he has 
power co alligne the ſeverall locks under himghe doch uſurp. an Ap- 
Sichriſtian autboritc. Finally , if the Churches be the Biſhops 
through the Dioceſe , Miniſters then arc under them an theic 
Churches , buc as a curate is, whom a Parſon giveth leaue.co help 
within his Church. Yca, they ſhould looſe their right in-their 


Churches, when: the: Biſhap dycch, as a Cugarc, doth when the Pac 
oh, che Biſhop dyc 2p A Cuparo pol be Arg 


"ſon, of this or, that Church , whom bg aſked ,, is once deparred.. 
,To conclude, they age not dependant (anc Miniſter I moane op a- 
nothcr} in the exerciſe and, uſe of their calling ' A ſervany, that 
hath an place, dath know from hjs Maiſter what bclongetb to ir. 
"The Pricits and. Levites had ſer downe what belanged 29 their 


ACES , as well high Pract whas bc d to h - .& Ine, 
hc RE i ey pf 


Tcrs 0! ainply as afly other. A 
L.cgate dependerh ori mone fot inftrutions Brit on imtharfendceth 
hin 5 npw everie Miniſfer 55 an Embaſſadout of Chriſt. By their 
reafona Miniſter ſhould be accounmzny ro man for what ke did im 
his Minifteric,if bis exerciſing of ir _ depend on mag, T0 _ 


yu Of thePrioritieand Power 
Gouh rabtter $ mediatly ohly ſerucCad,inastmuch as they have dou= 
is of that, ro which Gs Biſhop did dirc& thetn. Moreover, ſhould 
the Biſhop bid him nor preach art al, preach rarcly, teach onely ſuch 
and fuch things,or come and linc trom his charge, he ſhould nor f:n 
in obeying him. Bur man c:nnot limit that power of miniſteric 
"which he cannot giue, Tr is not with Gods ſervants in tris Churcb,ag 
with civifl ſervants in rhe Common-wealth : for here ſome fervants 
are aboue others whom they command as they will ſuch as arc cat- 
led ſervi ordintris or prepoſiti, forme are under others to doe this or 
that commanded by them,commonty called ſerv; Vecara: but in the. 
Church all ſcrvants ſerve their Maifter Chriſt , neither having any 
that they can command, nor being under any but Chriſt fo as to be 
commanded by rhem. 'But it may, he obje@ed , thar God hath or- 
dained {ome to be helps and affſtarits co othierſome TI 1s. ſayd that - 
God hath ordained powers, helps, governours, t.Cor.12.8.and were 
not che Euangeliſts afſiſtanrs to rhe Apoſtles, doing that ro which 
they 'dire&ed them ? To this F anſwer, that the licIps God hath pue 
in his Churchteſpc& the calling of Deacons,and ck as miniſtred 
to the infirme ones : As for Euangelifts, they were companions and 
affiſtants rg the Apoſtles, 'bor we was in erder ta the work of God in 
their hands, which they were rolerue, nor in order to their perſons, 
as if they, had been fubjetd ro them in any ſervile inferioritie. Ob- 
ſeruchow Puul ſpeaketh of them 2.Cor.8.23. Titus was his compa- 
nion and helper towards them, Phil.2 .25. Fpaphroditus was his bro- 
ther and helper in his work, and fcllow ſouldier, 1.7heff. 3.2. Timoe 
thie washis coadfuror inthe Gofpel] of Chriſt, 2.7.4. 1. Aarke 
was hclpefullm the Miniſterie. The rruth is, this was raya 23023 
nekes ſedvealis, che Evangeliſt ditl ſerue the work the Aroſtles 
d in'hand, without berg fervanrs to their parſons. When bricke- 
laycrs workc, ſome mixe lime, and make morrar,ſome beare uptite 
and mortar, ſome fit on the houſe and there 'lay that which is 
broughe them. Theſe are all fellow ſervants,, yer the one doth'(erve 
To fer forward rhe work of the other. But were they nor left rothe 
dire@on of the! Apoſtles; wholly in cxerciſe of their calling ? T'ag- 
"freer, as'Chriſtgauc fore to be Evangeliſts, ſ&he made thern know 
from himfelfe what Sefoiiged to thetr office, and what was the admi- 
niſtrarion'to which he calted chem, Hee did ngt thetefore wholly 
leauethemito the direHion of any. There is a double direQion, one 
goteſtatide, which is made from thajoritie of. rule ex alive, 
the ob | Medic , ach a one fervant ,. having fit knowleuge of 
9 ma ers will 5, and ripe experience, may giue to another, The 
larter kinde of 'dircion it was, not the former,by which the Euan- 
- geliſts were dircQea... Which though commonly Neal uſcd , yet not 
do univarlally bur that they went ormetione of their owne Weds 
| hex 
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bicher and thither, as may bee gathered, 2, Cor. 8.16.17. and 2. 7+ 


4.1 ſo ' 

| The fift Argument: 2 

" Fhat which the Apoſtles had not over Prophets, Evangeliſts, 
Pre{byters,nor Deacons themfſelves.that power which the Church 
hath not over any member, the Biſhop hath not over other mi- 
niſtcrs. But they had not over any mferior officers any majoritic of 
dircQive or corrcEive power 7neither hath the Church it felfe any 
ſuch power. Ergo. The aſſumption is proved : For majoritic of 
dircQive and correRive power is a Lord-like and Regall power: 
now there js no ſuch power in the Church, or in the Apoſtles,or in 
any but onely in that one Lord: all other power bring but a decla- 
rative and executive miniſteric ro fignifie and execute what Chriſt 
out of mayoritic of power wouki Love ſiynified and put in cxec- 


cution. 


The fxth Argument. | 

That which doth breed an Antichriſtian uſurpation, never was 
of Chriſts inſtitution. Bur Biſhops Maioriric of power in regard of 
ordct andjuriſdition, doth fo: Ergo. That which maketh the 
"Biſhop a head as doth mfluere derive the power of exrernall govern- 
*ment to other his aſhſtents,thar doth breed: an Antichriſtian uſur- 
'parion.” Burt ro claime rhe whole power of juriſdiction through a 
wceſan Church; doth fo >for he muſt needs ſubſtitute helpers ro 
him, becauſe ar is more:then by himſelfe he can pertorme. Bur this 
ts it which maketh Antichriſt, he doth take upon him co-bee head 
of the whole Church from whom ts derived this power of external 
government :.and the Biſhop doth no lefſe m his Dioccſan Church, 
that which he ufurpeth- differing in- degree onely and extcnfion, not 
rr kind from that which the Pope arrogateth. It it bee ſaid that his 
power is Antichriftian, bec __ it is univerſall :.1t is nor fo. For 
" were the power lawfull, the umwverſalitic could not make it Anti- 
' chreſtian. The Apoſtles hai an wniverſalitic of authoritic, yet no 
” Amichriſts, becauſe ir did not make them heads, deriving to others 
' from cheir fulnefle : ir wasnot prince-hike majoritic of power, bur 
; ſteward fike and miniſterial onely. If one doe ufurpe akingly po- 
| wer in Kent oneliv,he were an Anti-king to-our ſoveraigne,no lefſe 
* for kind, then if he proclaimed himſelfe King of Enghand,Scotland 
and Ircland. There 1s bur one Lord,and manic INS Net- 
ther doth this make the Popes power papall, becaulc it 1s not under 
v Synod: for the beſt of the Papiſts hotd,and ic 15 the moſt common 
- tenent,that he 15+ fubjct to an occumenicall Councell. Sccondlie, 
h he be ſubjeR, yer that doth nut hinder but bee may uſurpe a 
: kinglic government ;for a King (may hauc a.kinglic poueh and yer 
ronkelle him fe accountable to al. his THY collc&ively Fugue 
3 Fa 
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red: Neicher doth this. make the Billrops Jaw full in. one Church, 
becauſe one may manage it, and the Popes unlawfull, becauſe none 
is ſufficient to ſway ſuch a-power through the whole Church : far 
then alfthe power rhe Pape doyh challenge, is not per fe, but per ac- 
cidews anlawfnll by realon of mang,unſufficicncic, who canuor 
weild ſogreat a matter. . ; | 
EY The ſeventh Argument. , | 
Thoſe midiſters who are made by one patent in the ſame words, 
have equall auchoricic : but all miniſters of the word arc made by 
the ſame'patent, inthe ſame words, Receawe the boly Gbeoſt, boſe feus 
ye forgive;@e. Ergo: The propoſition is denicd : becaule the ſeuce 
of the words is to be underſtood according as the perſons give leave 
to whom -they arc {poken. Theſe words ſpoken to. 4 548 A 
they gave them larger power then to a Biſhop ; .and ſo ſpoken to a 
Preſbyter they give him leffe youee then to a Biſhop. Anſoer, If 
the Scripture had diſtinguiſhed of Prefbyters Paſtoral! feeding with 
the word, and made them divers degrecs, as it hath made Apoftles 
and 'Evangelifts, then wee would grant the exception : but the 
Scripture doth not know this diviſion of Paſtors and DoRors jnts 
-chiefe and afliſtent : but ſpeakerth of themas of Appſtlcs and Evay- 
-geliſts, who were among themſelves equall. an degree. Wherefore 
asno Apoſtle reccived by thele words greater power then: another : 
ſono Paſtor or Teacher, but mult receive the fame cr, as whe 
- axe among themſclves af the lame degree., Secondlic,were they dif- 
ferent ecs, yct it ſhould yu the Preſbytes for kind,tho not 
of ſoample cxcent as the Biſhop bath , as ut giverh che Biſhop the 
ſame power for kinde, which the Apoſtles 63.0 though not ſo uni- 
' ver{all,bur contrated te particular churches. 
;  Nowte' come unto {ome concluhons or alleritons which may 
lend light unto the deciding of this queſtion, 
Conclafe. tLetthis be the firſt. No miniſter of the word hath a- 
ny pawer bur miviſtcriall in the Church. Power is naturall or mo- 
 rall. | Mofall is Civill ar EccleGaſtacal, Civill is cighes Lord-like and 
* eulingy'or nialby and forvile. $9 Ecclfiaſticall, raben lacgelie 
- far fubjeaivche ing os objsiuche abqur. the Church, is 
: either like and Regall, ſuch as is iu Chrilt, oc icis manyſter;ald 
- and fervile, ſuch as is in the 'Church ang the principall members of 
it. The power therfore of the Apoſtles, thericlvcs and Evangclifts, 
' is called Haxovie, A-20. 1.T1m. 4. yea fucha forvice, as doth make 
' the miniſters havihg it; fo fervants,that they are no way Lords. Af1- 
maniſters, one Lord : Ihe preach Chrift, our ſelves your firkants for {c- 
þ fas fake $S. Pant makerh his power fteward-like, nor regall; Now as 
thatis regall power which doth any thing from the authoritie one 
hath in himfclfe,or from ones pleaſure : {© that is munifteriall por 
| whic 
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which doth nothing but eying the will and power of him that 
rincivall : a power whichyfignifteth or execurcth this or that ex mee» 
þ alt-rins o*ſequzo. 

Con oſ” 2. This miniſteriall power is no ſupernatural vertue or 
alirie inherent m the foulc : bur a relative reſpe&tfounded on 
Wis that I am called by God to this or that aAtuall admimniſtration 
itt his Church. For it is not a power (imply, whereby a nan 1s made 

able to doe fome fapernaturall a&, which he could not before m a- 
'ny manner performe : bar it 1s reſpeRively ſay a power,m as much | 
8s it doth inable him to doe hoſt adtsih che Church of God laws 
fully, and ex offi: io, vvith vvhich before hee might not inrermedle. 
The power of a Deacon, Paſtor, Eyangeliſt, Apoſtle, belong to one 
predicament in regard of that which 1s the genus or common na- 
rare;ofthemn : the power of the Church cannot be other. Natural 
and civill powet doth vvithyvertue and ethcacie reach rhote cf. cs 
and ends to v «hich chey are deſigned : becauſe they ay ave pope 
ned to them, and exceed not their a&ivirie : bur Eccleſiaſtical power 
eannor thus concurre to the end and effeRs for which it 5 ordained: , 
decauſfe they are fuch as the omniporencie of God onely can pro- 
duce, as the convertirrg or creating grace 1M the heart of a ſinner, to 
vyyhich no fupernarurall vertne in man-can by any reall, though in- 
Frutrenmariccfficacic,conduce any ay 4 | Bs 
* Coneluſi;,. God hath nor given miniſteriall power to any, vuhich 
hitſclfe is not perfonally to difcharge , nor in further plenitude 
then that by himfciHfe ir may be performed; The reafon is, becauſe 
Gol cannot give one the charge of doing more then a mans proper 
wduſtry can atchieve, but hee muſt withalF pur n-m a many powbr 
ra rake others, and co impart with them power of-zea:rhing and'gg- 
"verning; fo farre as may ſupply rhat defe@ which is: m Ttirs fare 
'& performe x atone. Hee that' will have the cnd, wilt have that 
vYyithour vvhich the end cannot be attained. If God vvoald have 
#ny one an univerſal] paſtor to all the Churches of the. vvorld, hee 
-Wuſt needs allow him power to fubſtirute Paſtors here and there, 
deriving unto ther power both toxcach and governe, fo. far. a54may 
ſupply his abfence m the Paftbrall care. If 4 willhavc one keep my 
Foeks vehichpoe in 20 ſheep-pares, if I commu them. chitn.eto anc, 2 
'Fmut reeds together pive-him teave to afſume.nnto bimbelfo. foch 
*s may be under-fheepheards ro him. Thus 15 God .giug a'Bithop 
theplenieude of Paſtorall-care-and government over all the Pari- 
AnoneatChurches through a Dioceſie,i hee muſt needstogethor. al- 
Jovy lat this pov ver, of brings head of iarermait mflucnce; oven 'a 
"Head virrually Communicating vvirts orhers pavt of paſtoralpowtr, 
"ohether teaching or government. Thus ſhoubd noac but Buhops 


be ts officio-Gervans +1 Paſtorall cure ro God.: all others thoula bee 
TELE Wmcs | 
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Immediatly and formally ſcrvants to ;the Biſhop ;.and' doe evyeric 
thing.in.che name of the Biſhop, being 1immediatly onely and in a 
remote ſenſe the ſervants of Gad: as in the former compariſon of 
one ſervaiit receiving from his maſter the care of all the Woes, he 
is the maſters ſervant-tro vvhom the maſter commitreth the truſt, 
from vvhomhe onely looketh to (ce it performed : but thoſe whom 
this ſheephcard taketh to himſclfe for his aide, they come under his 
dommion,and are ſervants to him. It it be ſayd, that God dorh nor 
thus make the Biſhop Paſtor,bur that he will likewiſe rhar there be 
iſh Paſtors under him, and helpes of government. To this I an- 
wer, if God will have them, then cither after his own defignement, 
or clſc lcaving it to the Biſhops arbicrement : if hee leave it ta the 
Biſhops arbitrement,then the objection before is in force, God will 
looke for the cure from him onely, he ſhall rake according to his 
judgement, ſuch as may help him. If God will have them aftcr his 
own de ene,then he giveth the __y no more Paſtorall po- 
 werthenhecan Sans break, aber aving their right in all 
the Biſhop cannot execute, as well as the Biſhop, and as immediatly 
from Chriſt. Some write,as if the Apottles had the plenuude of all 
Paſtoral{ power, that from them it might be derived to the Church, 
it- being ſeen through nature;that inferiour things receive iufluence 
from the ſuperiour. But they miſconceive the marter; thcy had on- 
? a power to {crve the Church with the perſonall ſervice of 
cir Apoſtleſhip. The Paſtorall power of Evangeliſts, or of ordina- 
rie- Paſtors and tcachers,they never had. ror as Chriſt gave the one 
order,fo the two other alio,for the gathering of the Saints,and exz- 
<difying of the body of Chriſt : and ao perſon in any ranke had any 
, "power to-do this or that in the Church further then bimſelfe might 
-perfoeme in perion The &cward i a houſe hath tul power of a ite- 
ward, but not-the power of all other officers,as Clark of the kitchin, 
- Butler,Chamberlaine,&c. $o in theſe civers orders of ſervants in 
Gods houſe, his Church It the Apouſtles had had the fulnefſe of 
, Paſtoral curc,they ſhuula then haye ordained others Evangcliſts, 
and. Paſtors notoncly by miniſteriall mcdiation, of their perſons 
bare” >. mri alſo. by mc«iation of verruc. | = 
,-': Concdaſi 4,One miniſtcriall power may bee in degree of dignitic 
about anuther: For the power of one may be about more noble as 
cr of another, or in the ſame kind, the er of once 


theothe 
+ may be more extended,and the ex of another more contracted. 
Thus the Deacons had for the objc@ of their power and care, not 
ſo excellent athing as that of Paſtors, Evangeliſts, and Apoſtles. 
. Thugzthe power of ordinaric Paſtors was nous fo uviverſall as the A- 


© » EVEN 8s in the orders of ſcrvants domeſticall, ſome arc vnN- 
 plied:abour Jefler; fornc about greater and more honomalge ſu bicQs: 
an och. 
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Concl. 5. No order of Miniſters er ſervants can have majoritic of 
gdireive andcorreRive power over thoſe whoare in inferiour order 
of miniſterie and ſervice. The reaſon is, becauſe this exceedeth the 
bounds of miniſteriall power,and is a participation of that deſpoti- 
call power which is appropriate to the maſter of the familie. 

Concl. 6. Servants in one degree may have power to fignihe their 
maſters dire&ion, and to execute miniſtcrially what their maſter 
out of his correive power infli&eth on their fellow ſervants in 0 
ther degrees. Thus Paſtors ſignifie Gads will to grrm_—_—_ Preſby- 
ecrs _ Deacons, what he would have them to doe in their places, 
Thus the Apoſtles might informe all orders under them. 

Concl. 7. This power miniſteriall tending to execute the pleaſure 
of Chriſts chlive power,was ———_— roſome in extraordina- 
ry degrees, perſonally and (ingularly, and might Le {o in ſome caſc's 
exerciſed by them. I mcan ſingularitic without concurrence of any 
Others. This without doubt was in the Apoſtles and Euangcliſts : 
and it was needfull it ſhould bee fo : firſt, becauſe it might be be- 

hovefull there to excommunicate where as yet Churches were not 
riſen to their perfe frame : ſecondly becauſe there might be ſome 
perſons nor ſetled as fixed dwellers in any Church, whom yer to be 
caſt forth was very be hovefull. Againe, ſome Evangeliſts might in- 
curre cenſure,as Demas, in ſuch ſort as no ordinary Churches power 
could reach to them. 

Concl. 8. That ordinarily this power is not given toany one fin- 
gularly by himſclfe ro cxerciſc the ſame, but with the companie of 
others conſtituting a repreſentative Church : which 1s the poynt 

next to bee ſhewed. Yea where Churches were conſtitu- 

ted, the Apoſtles did not offer to exerciſc their 
wer, without the miniſteria}l concurrence 
of the Churches,as in the ſtoric of 
. the Corinthians 1s 
manifeſt, 


THIRD QVESTION, 


Whether Chrift did immediatly commit ordinarie po- 
wer Ecclefiaſticall, and the exerciſc of it, to any one 
ſingular perſon, or toa vnited multitude 
of Presbyters. 


T Hovgh thrs queſtion is ſo coincident with the former, that 


che grounds hath in a ſort been diſcuſſed : yer for ſome 
new confiderations which may bee ſuper-added,wce will 
briefly handle it in the Mechod premiſed. 

Firft, it 18 argued for the affirmative. 

Argum. 1. That which is committed to the Church,is committed 
to the principal member of the Church Bur exerctſe of turiſdition 
was comitted to the Church, AMat. 18. 17, Ergo. Either to che wholc 
Church,or co a Church in the Church, or to ſome one eminent 
member m the Church. But it wag not commitrred to bee exerciſed 
by thewhole Church,or ro any Church in the Church.Ergo, to one 
who is in eff & as the church,having all the authority of it.Second- 
ly ,it one perfon may be repreſentativly a Church, when juriſd1@ion 
is promifedzthen one perſon may be repreſentatiuly a church when 
zjuriſc{}1ion and power of cxercifing is committed, But one (ingu- 
bo perſon, Peter l1gunificd the Church, when the promiſe of iurifdi- 
Qiion is made.Ergo. Cyprian to [ubaia ſayth,that the Biſhop is in the 
Church,and the Church ſo in the Biſhop, that they cannot bee ſe- 
vered. rinally, as the kingdome of England may bee put for the 
King in whom 1s all the power of the kingdome : So the Church 
for the chicfe governour 1n whom 15 the power of it, 

The ſecond Argument. | 

Tha: which the Churches had not given them whenthey were 
conſtituted,that was not promiſed to them as their immediart right- 
But they had not coercive power given them when they were con- 
ſtitutcd. Ergo, Chrift did not commit it to the Churches or Preſ+ 

byters _ 


not committed to one. 7 


byters. For then the Apoſtles would not have withheld it from 
theſe. But they did. For the Apoſtles kept it with themlelyes. Ag 
in the inceſtuous Corinthian is manifeſt, whom Paul by his iudge- 
ment was faine to excommunicate. And the Theſſalonians are bid 
to note the inordinate, and ſignifhic them,as not having power with= 
in themſelves to cenſure them. And ſo Paxil along cxcommunica- 
ted Hymen&ius and Alexander. 
The third Argument. 

That which Paul committed to tome prime men in Churchee,and 
their ſuccefſours, that was not committed to Preſbyreries, but ſin- 
your perſons. But in power of ordination and iurt{difton,he did 

o. For to Timothy in Epheſus,and to Titus in Crete,he commended, 
the power and excerciſe of it. Ergo. 
The fourth Argument. 

That order which was moſt fic for exerciſing power of inriſdii- 
en,that Chriſt did ordain. Burt the order of one chicfe governour 
is fitter for execution,then the order of a united multitude. Ergo. 

The fift Argument. 

If all authoritie and power of excerciſe be in the Church original. 
ly,then the Paſtors derivetheir power from the Church. But this 
1s not true. Ergo,it was not committed to the Church. That au- 
thoricie which the Church never had, ſhe cannot convey. Bur the 
Paſtorall authoritie of word and Sacraments never was in the 
Church cfſearially raken. Ergo,it cannot be derived from her. A« 

aine , Paſtours ſhould diſcharge their office in the name of the 
Church ,did they reccive their power from the Church. 
The ftxth Argument. | 

If the power of iuriſdiction and cxecution bee committed from 
Chriſt to the Church,then hath the Church ſupceame power. Then 
may a particular Church depoſe her Biſhop, the ſheepe cenſure the 
ſhcphcard, children their fathers, which is abſurd. 

On the other fide it is argued, 

 Frgum. 1. That which Chriſt doth: preſuppole as being in many, 
and to be exerciſed by many, that never was committed by Chriſt 
to one, and the execution of = one. But Math. 18. Chriſt doth -- 
manifeſtly ſuppoſe the power of iuriſciftion to be in many,and that 
exercitative, ſo as by them being many, is it ro be exerciſed. Ergo, 
Now this is plain in the place, Where firft marke, that Chriſt doth 
preſuppoſe the authoritic of every particular Church taken indife 
tintly. For it is ſuch a Church as any brother offended may pres 
ſenily complaine to. Therefore no univertall, or provinciall , or 
Dioceſan Church gathered in a Councell. Secondly, it is not an 

articular Church that he doth tend all Chriſtians to, for then all 


riſtians in the world ſhould come o_ perticular Church, were 
p f: 
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it poſſible. He doth therefore preſuppoſe indiſtinAly the very par» / 
ticular Churh where the brother offending and offended are mcm- 
bers. And if they be nor both of one church,the plaintife muſt make 
bis denuntiation to the Church where the defendant is, quia foruns 
fequiturrewm. Thirdly,as Chriſt doth ſpeak it of any ordinarie par- 
ticular Church indiſtinaly,ſo he doth by the name of Church not 
underſtand efſentially all the congregation. For then Chriſt ſhould 
give not ſome, bur all the members of the C hurch to be governors 
of it. Fourthly, Chriſt ſpeaketh it of ſuch a Church to whom wee 
may ordinarily and orderlie complaine : now this we cannot to the 
whole multitude. Fifcly, this Church he fpcaketh of, he doth pre- 
ſuppolc it as the ordinarie executioner of all difcipline and cenſure. 
Bur the multitude have not this execution ordinaric,as all but Aſs- 
relius,and ſuch Democritall fpirits doe affirme. And the reafon ra- 
rifying the ſentence of the Chuck, dink ſhew that ofren the nume 
ber of it is but ſmall : For here two or three are gathered together in my 
name Whercas the Church or congregations effentiallic raken for 
teachers and people,arc incom oils cat. Neither doth Chriſt 
meane by Church, the chicſe Paſtor, who is virruallic as the whole 
Church. For firſtthe word Church doth ever ſignific a company, 
and never is found to note out one perſon. Secondlic , the Biſho 
may be the perſon offending or offended, and the Church ro lick 
he muſt bring the matrer,muſt be other then himſelfe. Thirclic,the 
radation doth ſhew it, Firſt,by thy felfe, Then ſhew a Þitnes or two. 
en to the Church, as the finne increafeth, the number of thoſe by 
whom it isto be rebuked and cenſured, increafeth alfo. F one ſay, 
though the Church fignifie one governour, yet the gradation hal- 
deth, tor to tc}l 4t to the governour in open Court, is more 
then<to tell it to twentie. Wee grant that this is true, and were the 
word Church taken here to note forme eminent govcrnour, it might 
be brought in as a further degree, though one onely were enforced. 
But how can Peter be complainaint, if Peter the Przſul onely be the 
wudge ro whom the thing muſt be denounced. Fourthlie,the church 
in the Corinthians which Paul ſtirreth up to cenſure the inceſtuous 
rlon,was not any one but many, Their rebuke upon which it is 
ike hee repented,was a rebuke of many, 2. Cor. 2. 6. Fiftly, if the 
church bad been one,he would not have ſubjoincd : for Þbat yeſbalt 
bind on earth, ſhall be bound in beaven.Sixtly,if the church did not note 
an aſſembly,how could he aſſure them from hence,that God ould 15 
Dbat they = on,beeauſe be Was With the leaſt aſſemblies gathered in 
bs name. Vnleflc the Church meant were an affembhie, this argu- 
ment could not be fo correſpondent. Where two or two or three arc 
aſſembled in Gocs name, is in the midſt of them to doe that 
they agree-0n. But where the Church is binding or looſing, there 


- 
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are ſome afſembled in the name of Chriſt. Ergo. Laſtly,the church 
in the old Teſtament never noteth the high Prieſt virtuallic , bur an 
aſſemblic of Prieſts ſitting together, as iudges in the cauſcs of God. 
Wherefore as Chriſt doth indiſtinQlie preſuppoſe everie particular 
Church. So he doth here onely preſuppoſe the joynt authoritie, & 
joynt execution of a repreſentative Church, a Preſbyreric of Elders 
who were Paſtors and Governours. 

Argum. 4. Wee argue from the praRife of the Churches. That 
power which is not in one, nor to be exercifed by one, but in 
many,and to be exercifed by many 1 the Church of the Cotinthi- 
ans,that power wich the exerciſe of it, was committed by Chriſt to 
many ,not roone. But the power of Eccleſiaſticall cenſure was in 
many,and to be performed by many afſembled. Ergo. The propo- 
ſition is plaine. For Paul would not have called for, nor have liked 
any conſtitution or excrciſe of power Eccleſiaſticall, other then 
Chriſt had ordained. The aſſertion is denicd by ſome : bur it is a 

lain truth by many invincible arguments. For firſt, Pauldoth re- 
ke them that they had not fer themfelves to caſt him forth. Now 
(as Ambroſe laith on the place. Si autem quis poteſtatem non habet,. 
_ ſeit reum abjicere, aut probare non valet 4mmunts eſt. Secondlic, 
uul doth wiſh them aſſcmbled together, with himiclife in the name 
and vertue of Chriſt,that they might deliver him up to Sathan. For 
he doth not call on them to reſtrain him him as alrcady excommu- 
nicated,but to purge him out as an infeQuous leaven yet amongſt 
them. Thirdlie, P:u/doth tell them that they had poyer to judge 
thoſe within, thoſe who were called brethren, and hved otherwile, 
Fourthly, Paul duth tell them that they did a rebuke or mult of 
many,writing to them that they would not proceed, 2.Cor.2.6.Laſt- 
ly,Pauldoth attribute power to them to forgive him,and to reccive 
him to the peace of the church. Which would not have been in them, 
had they not had the power to excommunicate. Such as have no 
er to bind, have no power to looſe, So it might be proved by 
the Church of the Thefſaloniang,2.Theſf.  3-14+ 1f any man alk inor- 
ninatly,note him,that others may reftaine him. Noting, being not a ſigni» 
fication by letter,which doth wreſt the word againſt all copies, and 
the current ofjal Greek interpreters: but judicially to note him, that 
all may avoyd him; that is,cxcomunicate him. Finallie,the churches 
of Aſia, as it is plain,had power of government within chemſelves.. 
Atreum. 3. That power which the Apoſtles did not exerciſe 
in the | re cal nor Brangelift , but with concurrence of the 
Churches and Preſbyterics, that power is much lefſ> to be cx» 
ercifed by any ordinary Paſtour, but dy manic. Bur they cid nor 
ordaine, nor lay on hands alone, they did not determine queſtions 
by the power of the keyes alone, but with cocucrence of the Pref- 
| byters of the Church. Ergo, much kiſs may any ordinaric 


miziſter 
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miniſter doe it alone. Timothy received grace by the Xu pebeoia 
of the Preſbyteric. For that Perſons muſt bee underſtoog here 13 
apparant by the like place; when it is laid, by the laying on of my 


hands, ug noterh a perſon , and ſo here a Preſbyteric. Secondly, 


to take weirfung ay to ſignific the order of Prieſthood,is againſt 
all Lexicons, and the nature of the Greeke termination. Thirdly, 
Timothy never reccived that order of a Preſbyter,as before we have 
—_— Fourthly, it cannot (1 nifie as Greeke Expoſiters take it, a 
company of Biſhops. For neither was that Canon of 3 Biſliops,and 
the Metropolitan, or all the Biſhops in a Province, in the Apoſtles 
time, neither were thele who are now called Biſhops, then called 
Preſbyrers,as they ſay,but Apoſtles,men that had received Apoſto- 
lick grace, Angels,&c.Finally, it is very abſurd co think of copanies 
. of other Preſbyters in Churches then Paul planted; but hee placed 
Preſbyteries of ſuch Preſbyters as are now diſtinguiſhed from Bi- 
ſhops, which is the grant of our adverſaries. Not to mention how 
Apmachenus doth cenſure the other as an interpretation from ones 
privat ſence,befides reſtimonie of Scripture. . 

Thus the Apoſtles did not offcr alone to determine the queſtion 
AR. 15. but had the joynt ſuffcages of the Preſbyteric with them. 
Not becauſe they ould not alone haue infallibly anſwered, but be- 
cauſc it wasa thing to be determined by many;all who had received 
power of the key<s,doing it ex officio,and others from diſcretion and 
dutic ef confeſſion the truth. Yea the Biſhops called primi Preſbytes 
1, bad no ordination at the firſt which the Preſbyrerie did not give 
them. Whence have Biſhops of other Churches power to miniſter 
the ſacrament to the Biſhop of this Church ? But Timothy and Ti- 
tus arc fayd to have ordained miniſters. As Conſuls and DiRators 
areſayd to have created Conſuls, becauſe they called Senates, pro- 
pounded and together with others did it, No otherwiſe doe Icſuits 
them(clves underſtand it. Satmeron on the firſt of Titus, &'c. And 
It-is manifeſt by Eccleſiaſtical writings of all ſorts, that Preſbyters 
had right of ſuffrage,not onely in their owne Preſbyterics, but in 
| Provinciall Synods,and therfore in Ocecumenicall Synods , whick 
doth ariſc from a cembination of the other, to which their mindes 
went in the inſtruction of Biſhops received from their Churches. 
And Al yet a Deacon, is read to have becn at the Counccll 
of Nice,and to have had right cf ſuffrage in it. Finally,the Preſby- 
' terics did a long time exccutejoyntly all aRions of Church _ 

ment, as is before declared. Other arguments we ſhall touch in an- 
ſwer of theſe which have been objcQed. Now to come to the con- 
elufions,lct this be firſt. | 
Concluſe 1, Extraordinaric power was commirted to ſome ogy 
; % 'y 
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lir perſons, ſo that in fome caſe on might ſingularly exerciſc it 
without concurrence of other. This I ſpeak. in regard of Apoſtles 
and Evangeliſts,whoſe power in many things could not have con- 
currence of particular Chintches which in the formcr queſtion is 
ſufficicnly declared, - | 
Concluſ. 2. Thar ordinarie power, and the execution thereof was 
not commitrced to any ſingular governors; whereof there was to be 
one onely in each 'Church. This 1s againſt the Ieſuits, who make 
account (the moſt of them) :hat as all civill power of government 
is givcn to kings to be exccuted by them within their common- 
wealth, ſo Ecclcfiaſticall power (ſay they) is given to the Pope and 
to Biſhops in their particular Churches to be executed by them, and 
derived from ch:m to the whole Church. 
Concluſ. 3. Ordinarie power with the execution thereof, was not 
iven ro the communitie of the Church, or to the whole multitude 
of the faithfull,ſo that they were the immediare and firſt recepracle, 
receiving it from Chriſt, and virtually deriving it ro others. [This I 
ſer downe againſt the Divines of Conſtance; our prime Divines, as 
Luther and Melanfhon,and the'Sorboniſts, who doe maintaine it at 
this day, Yea this ſeemeth to have been Tertullians crrout; for'in 
his booke : de pudicitiz, he maketh Chriſt ro haue left alt Chriſtians 
Witch ike power, bur the Church forher honor, did diſpoſc it as we 
ſce. The proportion of a pollitick body,and narurall, deceived them, 
While they will apply all that isin theſe ru Chriſts myfticall body, 
not remembring that ana/ogon is not in omni ſmile, for then ſhould 
ſhould it be the ſatne with the aps. True it is,all civill power 
Þ in the body politicke; 'rhe coll-Qions of OR, then ina King 
from them; And all the power of hearing, ſeeing, they are ini the 
whole man, which doth produce them eF<Qtual y, though formal- 
ly and inſtrumentally they are in the care and eyc. But the reaſon 
fchis is, becauſe thele powers are naturall, and what ever is natu- 
rall,doth firſt agree to the communitie or #otum, and afterward to a 
particular perfoy and part, but all char is in this body, cannot hold 
2 Chtits myfticall body.” In a politick body, power is firſtin the 
£communitic,in the King from them, bur all Ecclefiaſticall power is 
Arſt in our King before any in the Church from him. Bur co whom 
' ſhould he firſt committhis power, but to his Queene. Anſ#.Con- 
fidering this power is not any Lorvly power, but a power of doin 
ſervice to the Church for Chriſt his ſake. Therfore it is fit it ſhoy] 
be committed to ſome perſons, and not to the whole communitie 
which arc the Queen gf Chriſt For it is not fir a King ſhouli com« 
mit power to hits Queene to ſerve herfclfe properly ; bur ro haue 
ns whoin regard of this relation ould 


. 


and diſtinguiſhed 


rſo 
Fota her. Secondly, in naturall bodics, the power of ſeeing 15 firſt 
| incdiatly 
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Immediatly in.the man, from the man in the eye and. particular ' b 
members: In the myſticall body, the faith of a bel cever is not firſt 


immediatly in all,then in the belcever, but firſt of all and immedi- 
atly in the perſonall belecver, for whoſe good it ſerveth more pro- 

rly then'for the whole, every man being to live by his own faith, 
Lhe power of Prieſthood was not firſt in the- Church of Iſracll, ſo 
derived to the Pricſt : but immediatly from Chriſt ſeated in Aaron 


and his ſonnes. Objef. Yea they were- given the Church intuitu e- | 


iuſdem tanquam finis & totius. Anſ. I but this is not enough, thar 

cr may be ſayd to be ummedaatly received by the Church as the 
LS reach of it, and from it derived to others, as the power of 
ſceing'is not onely given mtuitu bominss as the end of it, and the 70- 


js 


tum to whom it _ but is in homine as the firſt ſubic& from 


whom it commeth to the eye. But the power even of ordinary mi- 
niſters is not in the Church. For as all are ſayd not to have been 
Apoſtles, ſo not to have been DoRors. But if the power of ordina- 
tie teaching had been given to every beleever, all ſhould have been 
made Doffors, howh not to continue ſon exerciſing the power. 
ec wp pt the power in the Church, the Church ſhould nor 
19g hes | them,burt make thern out of vertue and power received 
into her ſelfe : then ſhould the Church have a true Lottilike power 
in regard of her miniſters. Beſides, rhere are many in the commu- 
nitic of Chriſtians uncapablc of this power regularly,as women and 
children. This concluſion in my judgment Yifforia,Soto &others de- 
ny,wich greater wh", of reaſon then the contrary is maintained, 
Y Conclaft 4. Fourthly, ordinary power of miniſteriall government 
is committed with the execution of it, to the Senat or Preſbyrerie 
of the Church, If any failc in any office,the Church hath pox power 
of ſu lying that, bur a miniſtery of calling one whom Chriſt hath 
deſcribe » that from Chriſt he may have power of office given him 
in the place vacant, 
Concluf. 5. Laſtly, though the communitic have not power given 
her,yet {uch eſtate by Chriſt her huſband is ron her,that all po- 
wer is to be executed in ſuch manner, as qdeth' with teſpe& 
ve her excellengie. Hence ir js, that the governouts are in man 
things of greater motient to take the conſent of the people wit 
them. Not that they have ioynt power of the keyes with them, bur 
becauſe they ſuſtaine the perion of the ſpoule of Chriſt, and there= 
force cannot be otherwiſe dealt with, without open diſhonorin ſuch 
tinghyyhich belong in common to the whole congregation. -m_ 
+ 7 ed SS Dh raktif l 
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to anſwer the grgunichts fiſt propoutided.” *- 7 - 
ropofition of the Firſt Syllogifte is deined,, That Þhat bas 
committed to the Church Was commilitd to ſome prazcipall miber. And 
we deny the ſecond part of the nexz Syllogiſme, proving _ wry 
wa nafuzs 5/4 7  *---* 2 -denyeds 
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not committed to-one. 7 


; .Far.the power and execution 4s committed to a Church in « 
R_. Which is ſo farre from abſurditie, that he is abſurd who 
doth not ſee it in Civill and Sacred. Doe we nor ſee in Parliament 
a repreſentative Common- wealth within our Common. wealth, ha- 


- vingthe greateſt authority ? Notto.mention that a Church within 
a Church ſhould not be ſtran 


to them who imagine many Pa- 


- riſhionall Churches within one Dioceſan Church. .To the proofes 
' which prevent as it were an objeQion , ſhewing that the Church , 


Matb.18.17. may be put for one chiefe Governour. 
The propoſition is denyed. FF that Peter one Governour, may be in 
d, figure the Church to whom the juriſdittion is promiſed, chen the 
arch receiving and executing it may be one. A moſt fallce Propofiti- 
on whoſe con:rary is true. The reaſon is, becauſe the Church typi- 
fied by P:ter is properly and really a Church , not figuratiucly and 
improperly : for then Peter ſhould haue bene a figure or type, of a 
type or figurative Church. The figure therfore and type being of the 
Church which is properly taken,and the Church properly and real - 
ly caken, being a company aſſembled, hence it is thar( Math. 18. 17.) 
the Church cannot ſignific one for one is bur fignratiuely and im- 
properly a Church. There is not the ſame reaſon of the figure and 
the thing thatiis figured. Nay hence an Argument may be reror- 
red, proving that by that Church whereof Peter was a figure , is not 
meant one chiefe Governour. Peter as one man or Governour was 
properly and really a virtuall Church and chicfe Governour. Buc 
Peter as one man and Governour was in figure onely* the Church, 
Math.18. Ergo, that Church Math. 18. is not a virtuall Church, 
noting forth one chiefe Governour onely. As for Cy>rians ſpeech , 
it doth nothing but ſhewthe conjunction of Paſtor and people b 
tutuall louc, which is ſo ſtreight that the one cannot be {chiſmatt- 
cally l-fr our, bur the other is forſaken alſo. Otherwile I thinke it 
cannot be th:wed to the time of Innocentins 3. that the Bilhop was 
counted the Church; or this dreame of a virtuall Church once una- 
pined, The Clerkes of the Church of F{:centsz did in their oath of 
canonicall obedicnce ſweare thus : That they Ibould obey the Church 
of Placentia, and the Lord their Biſhyp., Where the Chapiter doth 
earrie the name of the Church from the Biſhop. Ycazzven in thoſs 
times prepoſed, or ſer before him , when the Pope was lifted up 
aboue 2cnerall Councels, then it js like was the firſt nativity of 
theſe virtuall Churches. As fora Kingdom I doubr nor, bur it 
may be put for a King figuratiuely : bur the-Church typified by Pe- 
ver, miſt needs be a Church properly. And it will never be proved 
that any one Governqur was ſet up in a Church proportionable ta 
2 King1n aCommon-wealth , in whom is all civall power wherby 
the'whole Kingdom is oma. = 
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